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Preface 

The  Social-Economic  Profile  is  intended  to  serve  as  a  reference 
guide  and  data  source  for  the  following  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
analysis  documents,  processes,  and  land  use  and  development  plans; 

1)  Planning  Area  Analysis  (BLM  1607) 

2)  Public  Participation  Plans  (BLM  1601,  Appendix  2) 

3)  Management  Framework  Plans  (BLM  1608) 

4)  Resovirce  Activity  Plans 

5)  Multi-Year  Programming  (BLM  1610) 

6)  Environmental  Analysis 

The  major  objective  of  the  Social-Economic  Profile  is  to  insure 
that  the  BLM  has  available  at  the  State  and  district  level  infor- 
mation pertaining  to: 


1) 

2) 
3) 


4) 


Social- economic  factors  that  affect,  or  are  affected  by, 
management  of  national  resource  lands . 
Infrastructures  relating  to  national  resource  lands . 
Bureau  relationships  and  coordination  with  other  govern- 
mental entities  (Federal,  State,  and  local),  study  and 
interest  groups,  and  key  institutions  and  individuals. 
BLM  organizational  history  within  the  area. 
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INTRODUCTION 


The  Social -Economic  Profile  is  intended  to  serve  as  a  method  of 
identifying  and  organizing  social  and  economic  data.  This  data 
will  be  further  analyzed  in  resource  area  sub-units  of  the  district 
in  Planning  Area  Analyses  and  used  in  the  preparation  of  a  Manage- 
ment Framework  Plan  for  each  resource  area  in  the  Ely  District. 
In  terms  of  management  considerations,  the  Social -Economic  Profile 
is  intended  to  consider  the  human  elements  of  the  Planning  Area: 
where  and  how  people  live,  how  they  earn  their  living,  and  what 
they  value. 

This  particular  Social -Economic  Profile  covers  all  of  White  Pine 
County,  Nevada.  Nye  County  is  covered  in  the  Battle  Mountain 
District  Social-Economic  Profile,  while  Lincoln  County  is  covered 
in  a  separate,  "Lincoln  County  Social-Economic  Profile."  A 
profile  covering  the  entire  Ely  District  would  be  difficult  because 
there  is  no  method  of  separating  data  on  northeastern  Nye  and 
northern  Lincoln  Counties  from  the  rest  of  the  respective  coxjnties. 
The  rationale  of  analysis  along  county  boundaries  rather  than 
district  boundaries  presents  a  more  coherent  picture  due  to  the 
existing  organization  of  the  data.  This  data  is  largely  from  the 
1969  Agricultural  Census  and  the  1970  General  Census,  and  is 
supplemented  by  Nevada  State  studies  and  estimates.  The  data  can 
be  considered  valid  through  1975,  with  limited  projections  to  1990. 

White  Pine  County  is  largely  composed  of  a  series  of  north-south 
running  mountain  ranges  from  seven  to  thirteen  thousand  feet, 
inter-spaced  with  broad  flat  valleys  at  the  level  of  six  thousand 
feet.  The  surface  water  in  the  area  is  normally  seasonally  inter- 
mittent. Most  surface  run-off  occurs  in  the  spring,  with  few 
permanent  streams.  There  are  some  small  lakes.  The  region  is 
semi-arid  with  most  precipitation  falling  in  the  winter  as  snow. 

Human  settlements  are  sparsely  located  and  usually  near  easily- 
available  water.  The  population  concentration  is  due  primarily 
to  mining  activity.  The  past  hundred  years  have  seen  several 
mining  towns  "boom  and  bust"  as  the  ore  played  out.  The  major 
portion  of  the  White  Pine  County  economy  is  based  on  open  pit 
copper  mining  at  Ruth,  with  smelting  operations  at  McGill.   Both 
operations  have  been  performed  by  Kennecott  Copper.  However, 
Kennecott  shut  down  most  of  its  operations  in  August  of  1976.  The 
majority  of  privately- owned  land  area  is  vinder  agricultural  use 
with  some  crop  farming  in  the  fertile  areas  having  adequate  source 
water.  The  majority  of  the  remaining  land  is  under  Federal  owner- 
ship and  is  leased  for  livestock  grazing. 


The  population  of  the  coxmty  is  largely  of  European  ancestry 
with  some  American  Indians  concentrated  at  Goshute  Reservation  in 
northeast  White  Pine  County.  The  smaller  rural  communities  are 
connected  by  a  central  network  of  all-weather  roads  to  Ely,  one 
of  the  largest  towns  in  Nevada.  Ely  itself,  by  trade  patterns, 
culture,  and  patterns  of  settlement  is  largely  oriented  towards 
Elko,  Nevada,  to  the  north,  and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  to  the  east. 
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Map  of  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
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Population 

Population  in  White  Pine  County  is  presently  estimated  to  be  around 
nine  thousand.  1/  Most  of  the  County's  population  is  concentrated 
in  the  area  immediately  surrounding  the  town  of  Ely.  This  includes 
the  towns  of  Ruth,  Ely,  East  Ely,  and  McGill.  Most  of  the  remaining 
population  lives  in  small  towns  such  as  Preston,  Lund,  Baker  and 
Cherry  Creek.  The  small  remainder  is  scattered  throughout  the  area 
on  isolated  farms  and  ranches.  The  population- to- land  ratio  is 
quite  low,  about  one  fourth  of  the  State  average,  Nevada  itself 
being  sparsely  populated. 

The  population  trend  in  the  past  few  years  has  shown  a  downward 
movement,  largely  due  to  out-migration  which  in  turn  can  be 
explained  by  the  cutbacks  in  mining  activity  (see  the  Economic 
Area  Description  Section),  Projected  population  is  expected  to 
rise;  however,  sources  differ  as  to  the  magnitude  of  the  rise  (the 
shutdown  by  Kennecott  may  result  in  even  lower  population  estimates 
for  the  future) . 

Public  Attitudes 


The  data  for  this  analysis  was  gathered  by  various  methods.  The 
Public  Participation  Plan  was  examined,  and  groups  and  individuals 
were  selected  in  order  to  achieve  a  representative  sampling. 
Selected  individuals  from  each  group  were  interviewed  as  to  their 
attitudes  towards  public  land  management. 

Additional  data  came  from  letters,  newspaper  articles.  Bureau  files, 
and  Environmental  Analysis  Records.  The  last  source  was  a  Nevada 
State  Camp  Use  Public  Workshop  Questionnaire  done  in  November  and 
December  of  1975  in  Ely,  Nevada. 

General 

Most  of  the  local  townspeople  felt  that  the  highest  and  best  use  of 
the  land  would  come  through  private  economic  development.  The 
recreation  groups  were  concerned  about  preserving  the  quality  of 


1/  Chu,  Shih  Fan,  Nevada  Pop^lation  of  Counties,  Bureau  of  Business 
Economic  Research,  University  of  Nevada,  Reno,  Nevada,  Nov.  1974, 


TABLE  1 
WHITE  PINE  COUNTY 
POPULATION  BY  SEX  AND  MINORITY  STATUS 

1975 


Minority  Status 


1.  TOTAL 

2.  White 

3.  Black 

A.  American  Indian 

5.  Oriental 

6.  Other  Races 

7.  Spanish-American 
•  8.  Minority  Groups* 


TOTAL  POPULATION 


Number 


9,000 

8,760 

10 

170 

30 

30 

1,020 

1,260 


%  By  Race 


100.00% 

97.31% 

.10% 

1.90% 

.33% 

.■36% 

11.31% 

14.01% 


FEMALE  POPULATION 


Number 


4,455 

4,325 

5 

95 

15 

20 

475 

605 


%  Female 
By  Race 


100.00% 

97.04% 

.09% 

2.11% 

.35% 

.41% 

10.66% 

13.62% 


Notes:   *Sum  of  Spanish  American  and  all  races  except  white.   Some  duplication 
possible  since  Spanish  American  may  include  nonwhite  races  in  addition 
to  white. 

Sum  of  individual  items  may  not  add  to  total  because  of  rounding. 

Source:   Total  population  estimates  for  1975  provided  by  Dr.  S.  F.  Chu,  Bureau 
of  Business  and  Economic  Research,  University  of  Nevada,  Reno. 


Provided  by  the  Nevada  Employment  Security  Department,  Manpower  Information 
and  Research,  Carson  City,  Nevada,  March  1976. 


Table  2 
ELY  D.S.R.,  RURAL-URBAN  POPULATION 

DISTRIBUTION  BY  COUNTY,  1970 


AREA        1 
(Sq.Mi.) 
2/ 

%   OF  NEV. 
LAK'D  AREA 

%  OF  NEV. 
POPULATION 

i/ 

%   URBAN 

y 

%   RUPxAL 
3/ 

AVERAGE   POPULATION 
DENSITY 
(Persons  Per  Sq.Mi.) 

y 

NON-FARM 

FARM 

COUNTY:    ' 

Ifliite  Pine 

8,905 

12.4 

2.1 

41.1 

56.6 

2.3 

1.1 

D.S.R.: 

Ely 

SAME  AS 

WHITE  PIN] 

I  COUNTY 

STATE : 

Nevada 

110,500 

100 

100 

81 

17 

2 

4.4 

2/  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census.  Census  of,  Populc-tion:  1970,  Number  of  Inhabitants, 

~  PC(1)-A30  Nevada.  (Washington  GPO)  1972. 

3/  U.S.  Bureau  of  Census.  Census  of  Population:  1970  General  Social  and  Economic 

~  Characteristics,  PCri)-C30  Nevada  1970.  (Washington  GPO)  1972. 
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over 
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Table  3 
ELY  D.S.R. ,  POPULVnON  ESTINUTES  AND  COMPONENTS 

OF  CilM'GE,  1960,  1970,  1973  5  1974 


- 

POPULATION 

COMPONENTS  OF  CHAN'GE  V 
1970-1973 

1960  4/ 

1970  5_/ 

1973  6J 

1974  7/ 

BIRTHS 

DEATHS 

NTJMBER   PERCENT 

COIA'TY: 

V.Tiite  Pine 

9,808 

10,150 

9,926 

9,258 

700 

300 

-500 

-5.3 

1970  CFiNSUS 
SUBDIVISIONS: 

Baker  Township 

124 
9  689 

E.  <llv   To-.>-n    1 
ciy  Xovn  ■      i 

1,992 
4,176 



>',cGill  To'.iTi 

2,154 

Lund  Toh-nship 

D.S.R. : 
Ely 

SA>E  AS 

iffllTE  PIN 

;  COUNTY 

) 

STATE : 
Nevada 

285,278 

488,738 

548,000 

583,563 

t 

30,000 

13,000 

1 

42,000 

+8.6 

4/  U.S.  Bureau  of  tlic  Census,  U.S.  Census  of  Population:  1960,  Number  of  Inhabitants, 
~  Nevada,  Final  Report  PC(1)  -  20A  U.S.G.P.O.,  Washignton,  D.C.,  1960.   (9553) 
5/  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  U.S.  Census  of  Poi)ulation:  1970,  Number  of  Inhabitants, 
""  Final  Report  PC(1)  A-30  Nevada,  U.S.G.P.O.,  IVushin^'ton,  D.C.,  1971.  •  (9553) 
6/  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Current  Ponulation  Reipo.ts:  Population  Estimates  and  -  . 
-^  Projections,  Series  P-25,  No.  573,  March  1975. 
7/  Chu,  Shih-fan,  Nevada  Population  by  Counties ,  Bureau  of  Business  and  Economic  Research, 
~  UNR,  Reno,  November  1974. 

8/  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Nevada  Counties :   July  1, 
~  1972  and  1973,  Federal-State  Coop.  Program  for  Local  Population  Estimates. 


TABLE  4  . 

ELY  D.S.R., 

POPULATION  PROJECTIONS   BY  COUNTY  AND  TOTAL,    1970-2020 


References 

POPULATION 

ACTUAL 

PROJECTED 

1970 

1980 

1985 

1990 

2000      2020 

COUNTY :              9 

10,150 

11,549 

12,320 

13,142 

14,954 

- 

UTiito  Pino        10 

10,150 

10,500 

- 

10,700 

10,800   i  10,900   1 

D.S.R.: 

Ely 

SAME  AS  '. 

fHITE  PINE 

COUNTY 

STATE :    "          9 

488,738 

694,499 

1-         1         1 
801.505   874,771!  995,382  1    -     | 

Nevada           10 

488,738   1776,000 

[1,034,000:1,237,000   !    -     ! 

11 

488,738 

[665,900 

726,500   803,500  1     "     1    "     | 

water  resources 
sub-area;: 

Tonooah  Desert     11/ 
(Esmeralda,  Nye,  5 
V/hite  Pine  Counties) 

16,521 

18,200 

20,300 

22,600 

26,100 

37,700 

TABLE   5 

ELY  J.S.R., 
PROJECTED  POPULATION  AYER.-\GE  A.\NUAL  RATES  OF  CJIANGE 
BY  COUNTY  .AND  TOTAL,    1970-2020 


AVEFUGE  A.NNUAL  P^VTE  OF  CRANGH 

1970      1980      1985      1990      2000      2020 

COUNTY:               S 

+  1.3 

+  1.3 

+1.3  ,'   +1.3 

1 

is'hite  Pino         ,10 

+0.3   !   +0.2 

J    +0.1    :    +0.]    ' 

D.S.R, : 

Ely 

SA'vfE  AS  V.-HITE  PIN 

E  COUNTi' 

STATE :                9 

+  3.6 

+  2.9 

+1.8      +1.3   1 

Nevada             10 

+4.7 

+  2.9 

i   +1.S   1 

11 

+  5.1 

+  1.8 

+2.0   1     -    i     -    ! 

1'M.TER  RESOURCES 

sub-ari-:a  : ,' 

Tonopah  Desert (ASA  1606) 
(Esncralda,  Nye,  5       ^^  , 
V/hitc  Pine  Counties)       ' 

1.0 

2.2 

2.2 

1.5 

1,9 

9/     Chu,    S.F.,    Knvada  Popu]ntion  ProjcctJon:      by   County   for  Selectee!   Years, 
1970-2000,   Bureau  of  Business   and  Economic  Research,    University  of 
Nevada,    Reno,   March   1975,    revised. 
10/     jNevada    District  of  V.'atcr  Resources,   U'ater  for  Ncv:ida:    I'orocasts   for   tlu: 

I'uturc-l'opulatioa,    Nevada  State   linj'.incer '  s   Oi'i'icc,    February   J97'S. 
11/      ll.-S.    Water  Resources   Council,    1072  OBlJRS   Projections,    Regional    I'.conor.iic 
■    Activity    in    tlie   U.S.  ,    Scries    1;   Population,    Volume    5,    Ajjri  i    1974. 
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Table  6    (coiit .) 
Stl.nrJTKD  SOCIO-ECONOMIC  CllAR.\CT[;i(lSTICS   FOR  MINOR   CIVIL   DIVISIONS   AND   PLACES 

1970  (cont.) 


WHITE  PINE  COUNTY,  NEVADA, 


Ely  Township 

1 

I.und  Twp 

o 

i 

UJ 

m 
m 

c 
:* 

o 

c 
a, 

§ 

1.   Population,  1970 

D,68D 

4,176 

1.992 

2,104 

\     124 

10,150 

2.     Population  Distribution  ("0 

;  95.5  ;  41. 1 

[             I 

19.5 

21.3 

1.2 

:- 

100 

J.   Pci-  Capita  Income,  1969  ($) 

■2,828 

_. 

-- 

-- 

b,S73 

7,083 

1  2,800 

4.      lamilies   Below  Poverty  Level    ("») 


5.   Rural  Population  ('. 


6.  Racial  Composition  (%) : 
White     

Black 

Indian 

Other 


14.0  ■       0.0 


99.1  I     96.3 


0.1   :        0.1 


0.0 


99.4        98. S 


IS. 3         IS.: 


100    ''      100  17.9 

11  i 


I. 


0.1 


|i      0.7  ■        2.5  I        0.2 


7.     New  Re.^'.idents  of  Nevada  Since   196S 
Over  Ap,c  5    ('<.) 


"T    0:2        1.1  J      0^3 

i 

j  18.8 


84.7    ;    84.3  98.4 

OTT^I       0.0  O.fH         0.1 

1.4 


O.S    ;       0.0  0.0 


•4- 


0.: 


lutol    !!oi!.ii;ii;   Units    Distribution    (1) 


95.3        44.3 


ics.si     4.4  I 


19 . 8  2.0  2.7 


la? 


9.      Hnusi"",  Units    L:icVinK   "-"onic 
I'iu.l'inj;  !  uci  I  ities    t".] 


10.     Housing  Units  with   ).0U  PoT-sons/ 

Roori  and  All   Plurjliing  Facilities    {% 


11.7        10.1 


1.2,        2.6         15.;  4.4 


17.2 


9.9  ;         11.6 


11.      Total  Employment   Distribution    {%) 


12.      1  ii;])loy;iH*nt.    Co :.:;■■  s  i  t  i o.--|    by    In<!i:str)'    f^.J  ' 

Cons  tiuct  ion  jl 


ManuFacturinf^ 


Transportat  Ijm 

Coiiuiiiini  cat  ions.    Utilities' 


23.4    1 


4.4 


it 

0.0      |[      0.0    II 4^ 

0.0      li      O.Of      22.3 

-ir- 


"X3~1 


Finance 

Other  Professional 

Educational    Servicers" 


■"0.0    71      375 


_p_.0      |1      5.3 


"3.3 


0.0  jro.u       JTT 


0.0 


Public  Administration 
Other   Industries 


S.7 


5  . 4      l\      9  .  7 


27.6 


72.6 


Employed  Persons    14+  by  Occupation: 
Professional,   Technics  I 


Far::;er.q    S   FarJii  Managers 
Managers  


Cleri  ral 


Sales   tCoi-kprs 

Craflj: 

Pperaij_w 


loreiren 


Service  Workers 


f-E-^!!lJ:i'ilHrilrj'— ^  t-^"  re  men 
Laborer: 


9.7     ! 


4.4 


5.4 


8.  1 


24.6 


9.7     ]r    0.0 


1.5' 


0.0 


7.4' 


20.7    r 


p.n 


7.9 


1!.: 


_cxccpt   Fa  mi  f,  Mi  lie 


5.2      1 


_)_7j._7     .j    "17".  3  1 
38.  7  ■ 


"0.0    ||         3~6 

!_.i^i__  _:"_;5 

■;7.S    •!"    Jjjl' 

Ti .  i 
T 


0.0 


4Tn'    5 . 1 


13/  Ely  Town,   East  Ely  Town  and  McCill  Tom  are  "places"    (urbanized  areas, 
incorporated  and  unincerporated)  within  the  Ely  Township. 


12/  Source;      U.S.    lUiruau  of  Census,    Fmj.  CmiiU   Slj^rufUm^  _NWad.i,_19J0,    Census 
Users  Service  Division,   h.'sh  i  nf.ion  ,    1.1. C,    1971. 


their  outdoor  recreation  opportunity.  Many  groups  valued  the 
area's  lack  of  population  and  the  area's  scenic  values.  However, 
when  questioned  about  their  economic  well-being,  most  people 
responded  by  endorsing  population  growth  and  industrial  expansion. 
In  contrast,  some  outside  area  recreation  and  conservation  groups 
wish  to  preserve  the  local  area  beauty  even  at  the  expense  of 
economic  development. 

To  local  residents,  agricultural  land,  minerals,  water,  and  energy 
are  listed  as  being  most  important  to  Nevada.   Local  residents 
indicated  that  some  areas  should  be  preserved  as  wilderness,  but 
not  valuable  agricultural  or  mineralized  areas.  There  is  a  strong 
feeling  that  too  much  of  the  county's  land  is  in  Federal  control. 
Many  local  residents  felt  that  a  large  portion  of  national  resource 
lands  should  be  transferred  to  State  or  private  ownership. 

Government  and  Its  Various  Entities 

Results  are  somewhat  mixed.   In  interviews  most  people  felt  that 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  was  doing  a  good  job  in  its 
various  programs;  however,  in  the  questionnaire  by  the  State  Land 
Use  Planning  Agency,  some  people  felt  that  grazing  leases  are 
poorly  managed  by  Federal  agencies.  The  main  complaint  was  an 
attack  on  bureaucrats  in  general,  and  on  the  Environmental  Pro- 
tection Agency  in  particular,  for  its  ruling  on  the  McGill  Smelter. 
There  was  a  general  feeling  the  Federal  agencies  have  grown  too 
large,  and  that  too  many  regulations  were  imposed  by  Washington 
bureaucrats  unfamiliar  with  local  conditions.  Many  local  residents 
felt  that  Federal,  State,  and  local  government  should  coordinate 
their  land  use  plans.  Many  residents  also  felt  that  they  did  not 
have  enough  voice  in  planning.  They  felt  government  planners 
presented  completed  plans  with  a  "take  it  or  leave  it"  attitude. 

Local  government's  actions  are  not  excluded  from  public  scrutiny. 
The  public  controversy  surfacing  in  the  past  year  over  mandatory 
garbage  collection  and  a  leash  law  are  examples  of  this  questioning 
of  governmental  regulation. 

Specific  Land  Areas,  Objects,  or  Things 

The  following  comments  were  taken  from  the  Nevada  State  Land  Use 
Planning  Questionnaire: 

-Kalamazoo  Pass  road  should  be  upgraded  to  secondary 
road  specifications  (mainly  Forest  Service) .  The 
town  of  Cherry  Creek  should  be  considered  for  re- 
storation as  an  official  historical  site.  Enhance 
Pony  Express  trail  and  restore  or/and  rebuild  Fort 
Ruby  and  Fort  Shellbourne.  Develop  Success  Loop 
road  to  better  standards  (Forest  Service  and  Bureau 
of  Land  Management) . 
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-Federal  agencies  should  be  encouraged  to  prevent  junk 
yards  from  being  established  within  view  of  streets, 
highways,  etc. 

-Increase  big  game  herds  by  management  to  promote 
increased  hunting  and  sight-seeing  opportunities 
without  jeopardizing  the  livestock  industry.  Proper 
range  management  should  be  encouraged  and  continued 
to  improve  and  upgrade  BLM  grazing  lands  in  order  to 
promote  growth.  We  do  (respondent  to  questionnaire) 
not  favor  increased  fees  for  livestock  grazing. 

-Advertise  ghost  towns  for  more  use  by  visitors  and^ 
tourists.  Promote  building  of  better  roads  or  trails 
into  forested  areas  and  bristlecone  pine  areas. 
Agricultural  land,  outside  of  town,  is  desirable  for 
its  aesthetic  value.   Land  used  for  this  purpose 
should  be  permitted  to  remain  intact. 

In  addition  to  these  comments,  most  people  felt  that  bristlecone 
pines  and  rare  and  endangered  species  should  be  protected  and  that 
ghost  towns  should  be  preserved.  One  of  the  most  widely  held 
attitudes  was  that  it  is  wrong  for  BLM  to  require  and  charge  a  fee 
for  a  wood- gathering  permit. 

Outside  Influences  and  People 

Nevada  residents  tend  to  be  socially  and  politically  conservative 
and  little  evidence  exists  to  indicate  that  White  Pine  County 
residents  are  exceptions.   In  fact,  in  the  interviews,  many 
residents  felt  that  isolation  was  one  of  the  best  aspects  of  the 
local  area.  A  sentiment  that  is  often  expressed  by  the  local 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  county  commissioners  is:   "We  can  do  it 
by  ourselves." 

Local  hunters  and  other  recreationists  often  resent  non-local 
hunter's  and  camper's  competition  for  outdoor  recreation.  However, 
most  residents  welcom.e  tourists  and  are  warm  and  open  to  tourists 
and  other  outsiders . 

New  residents  are  usually  termed  "outsiders"  or  "latecomers"  for 
a  long  period.  On  the  other  hand,  the  area's  "boom  and  bust" 
history  of  mining  has  led  to  tolerance  of  outside  customs  and 
beliefs.  Newcomers  are  usually  rapidly  assimilated  into  the 
community  even  though  they  are  not  accorded  the  status  of  "old- 
timers". 

Ability  to  Pursue  a  Particular  Life  Style 

Part  of  the  reason  immigrants  are  assimilated  so  easily  into  the 
community  is  that  Nevadans  put  a  high  value  on  the  ability  to 
pursue  their  own  life  style  and  do  as  they  please.  This  valuation 
makes  it  generally  intolerable  to  interfere  in  anyone  else's  life 
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style.  This  desire  for,  and  defense  of,  freedom  of  action  lies  at 
the  heart  of  Nevada  conservatism.  14/ 

Expectations  of  the  Citizens 

Up  until  late  1975  most  White  Pine  county  citizens  expected  popu- 
lation growth  and  economic  development  to  continue.  However,  the 
gradual  shut-down  of  Kennecott  changed  people's  expectations  and 
generated  a  search  for  new  jobs  and  economic  security. 

The  County  Commissioners  and  Chamber  of  Commerce  remain  optimistic 
about  bringing  new  industry  to  the  area.   Local  residents  expect 
public  participation  in  any  community  action  as  there  are  over  130 
local  organizations  for  expressing  local  opinions  and  initiating 
local  action  and  involvement,  15/ 

The  following  information  is  a  summary  of  the  Nevada  State  Land 
Use  Planning  Agency  public  workshop  questionnaire  conducted  in 
November  of  1975. 


Socio-Cultural  Values 


Cultural  Background 


The  earliest  settlers  in  the  White  Pine  area  were  Indians  who 
arrived  in  pre-historic  times.   In  historic  times,  the  Shoshonean 
Indians  were  engaged  in  hunting  and  gathering  when  the  first 
traders  and  explorers  entered  the  area.  The  first  settlers  were 
farmers  who  began  growing  grain  in  1867.  The  first  mining  strike 
occurred  in  1868  at  Treasure  Hill  in  the  Ruby  mountains.  16/ 
Mining  settlements  were  usually  quickly  deserted  when  the~re  gave 
out.  White  Pine  County  has  a  history  of  shifting  mining  populations 
and  "boom  and  bust"  cycles.  17/ 

Native  Values 

The  first  natives  were  Indians.  Today  Indians  comprise  1.9  percent 
of  the  total  population.   (See  population  section.)  The  Indians, 
mostly  Goshutes,  are  mainly  concentrated  at  Goshute  Indian  Reserva- 
tion in  the  northeast  portion  of  the  county.  They  are  primarily 
engaged  in  ranching  and  related  activities.  No  modern  cultural 
studies  of  White  Pine  Indians  are  available  to  date. 


14/  Shepperson,  Wilber  S.,  Restless  Strangers,  University  of 

Nevada,  Reno,  1970. 
15/  Ely  District,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Public  Participation 

Plan,  1975.  

16/  History  of  Nevada,  Thompson  §  West  1881,  Berkeley,  Ca.,  (1958 

reprints) . 
17/  Shepperson,  Wilber  S.,  Restless  Strangers,  UNR,  Reno,  Nevada,  1970. 


16 


1 


Table  7 

SW/IMARY  OF  SIGNIFICANT  RESULTS 
OF  THE  STATE  LAND  USE  PLANNING  AGENCY 
PUBLIC  WORKSHOP  QUESTIONNAIRE 


The  average  Nevadan  has 
0   too  much 


influence  on  decisions  made  in  the  State. 


7   an  adequate  amount  o£ 
15   too  little 


I  would  give  more  of  my  time  if  governmental  agencies  would  involve  us 
citizens  more  in  their  programs. 


13 


agree 


_4 disagree 

5   no  opinion 


Our  State  has  an  adequate  say  in  federal  agency  planning  of  public  lands, 

8   agree 
13   disagree 
1   no  opinion 


Ways  to  settle  conflicts  between  competing  uses  of  our  lands  (mining, 
agriculture,  recreation,  energy  research,  military,  etc.)  are  needed. 

22   agree 
0   disagree 
0   no  opinion 


There  are  too  Fiany  agencies  dealing  with  land  use  questions. 

12   agree 
6   disagree 
4   no  opinion 


My  locality  needs 
19   more 


planning  for  the  future. 


1   the  same  amount  of 


0   less 


2   don't  know 


Land  development  is  slowed  down  by  too  much  government  red  tape. 

14   agree 
8   disagree 


0   no  opinion 
Federal  agencies  are  doing  an  adequate  job  of  managing  the  public  lands. 
4   agree 


15   disagree 
2   no  opinion 
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Table  7  (cont.) 


We  need  a  wider  range  of  economic  and  employment  opportunities  in  this 
area. 

22   agree 
0   disagree 


0   no  opinion 

Additional  population  growth  in  this  area  is  essential  to  our  economic 
well-being. 

16  agree 
6  disagree 


0  no  opinion 


Environmental  controls  should  be  lessened  when  they  threaten  the  employment 
of  many  people. 

16  agree 
1  disagree 


o  no  opinion 

5  depends  on  circumstances 


I  see  a  real  possibility  that  air  pollution  regulations  could  cost  us 
m.ore  money  than  the  benefits  are  worth. 

16  agree 
4  disagree 


2  no  opinion 


Prime  agricultural  lands  in  the  State  should  be  preserved  for  agricultural 
use  in  nearly  all  cases. 

19  agree 
0  disagree 


2  no  opinion 


More  types  of  transportation  (bus,  train,  airplane,  cab)  are  needed  in  this 
area. 

20  agree 
2   disagree 


0  no  opinion 


Does  most  of  your  recreation  occur  on  public  lands? 

20  yes 
2  no 


0  don't  know 


The  amount  of  housing  in  this  area  is  adequate. 

1   agree 
20   disagree 
1  no  opinion 


1^.-^ 


Table  7  (cont.) 


The  quality  of  housing  in  this  area  is  adequate. 


4   agree 
18   disagree 
0   no  opinion 
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In  the  past,  Shoshone  Indians  in  the  area  based  personal  ownership 
of  material  on  work  and  habitual  use,  18/  Resources  were  con- 
sidered common  property;  however,  conservation  was  practiced  by 
maintaining  a  dispersed  population.  Presently,  the  Goshute  Indians 
own  and  manage  their  cattle  on  aii  individual  basis  on  land 
administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  or  on  national  resoiirce 
lands.  Their  ranching  behavior  is  similar  to  other  ranchers  in 
the  area. 

Other  farmers  and  ranchers  of  the  area  are  more  recent  immigrants 
than  the  Indians  but  in  comparison  to  others,  they  are  natives. 
The  non-Indian  farmers  and  ranchers  are  primarily  engaged  in 
grazing  and  related  activity  such  as  growing  livestock  feed.  All 
are  closely  tied  with  the  livestock  industry.  Ranchers  value  their 
independent  life-style  and  self-reliance.  19/  They  consider  them- 
selves descendants  of  the  settlers  who  tamed  the  land.  As  a 
result,  they  look  at  Federal  efforts  to  regulate  grazing  on 
national  resource  lands  as  "high-handed"  interference  by  outsiders. 
They  feel  the  proper  role  of  BLM  is  to  provide  range  improvements 
such  as  seeding  and  spring  development. 

As  a  part  of  their  life- style,  ranchers  enjoy  wide-open  spaces  and 
low  population  density.  However,  there  is  no  active  hostility  or 
discrimination  against  newcomers.  Residents  are  conservative  in 
their  own  life-styles,  but  do  not  attempt  to  force  others  to 
conform. 


Religious  Values 

White  Pine  County  has  many  churches,  mostly  Christian, 
values  of  Catholics  and  Protestants  are  similar.  20/ 


The  cultural 


With  respect  to  land  management  and  resource  use,  the  Protestant 
work  ethic  is  strong  in  White  Pine  County,  as  it  is  in  much  of  the 
western  United  States.  Hard  work  to  manage  the  "good  earth"  is 
looked  upon  favorably. 

A  large  number  of  the  Protestants  in  the  county  are  members  of  the 
Church  of  Jesus  Christ  of  the  Latter-Day  Saints.  The  members  of 
this  church  are  often  referred  to  as  Mormons.  Again,  their 
patterns  of  resource  use  are  similar  to  others  ranching  or  farming 
in  the  area. 

18/  Steward,  Julian  H. ,  "The  Great  Basin  Shoshonean  Indians",  The 

North  American  Indians,  New  York,  1967. 
19/  Interviews  with  White  Pine  ranchers  as  part  of  the  Egan  Planning 

Area  Analysis  (PAA) . 
20/  Conversations  with  religious  leaders  in  Ely,  Nevada. 
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The  traditional  Shoshone  Indian  includes  the  pinyon  tree  in  their 
religion.  21/  This  sacred  tree  is  the  focus  of  one  of  their  yearly- 
events  -picking  pinenuts. 

This  tradition  of  pinenut  picking  has  been  adopted  by  local  families 
which  often  have  a  fall  outing  to  gather  the  nuts. 

Innni  grant  Values 

According  to  Wilber  S.  Shepperson  in  Restless  Strangers,  22/  Nevada 
was  largely  settled  by  foreign-born  immigrants.  The  mining  camps 
contained  representatives  of  almost  every  nation  on  earth  at  the 
time.  Those  immigrants  who  stayed  seldom  preserved  their  old 
culture  more  than  a  generation.  The  Basques  from  northern  Spain 
are  a  notable  exception  in  that  they  have  preserved  their  ethnic 
background  in  cooking,  dancing,  dress,  etc. 

Today  foreign-bom  immigrants  and  those  of  foreign-bom  parentage 
constitute  a  small  percentage  of  the  county's  total  population.  23/ 

Total  Population  10,150 

Native  of  native  parentage  (U.S.)  8,827 

Natives  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage  1,011 

Foreign  bom  ^^^ 

Born  in  State  of  residence  4,203 

Born  in  different  State  5,178 

These  statistics  show  that  residents  from  out-of-state  outnumber 
natives.  When  these  immigrants  come  from  more  urbanized  areas,  they 
generally  bring  with  them  a  desire  for  more  goods  and  services. 
Since  Ely  is  larger  than  most  rural  Nevada  towns  it  has  been  able 
to  cater  to  these  desires.  However,  the  uncertain  economic  future 
of  White  Pine  Coxuity  may  change  this  aspect. 

Cultural  Opportunities 

White  Pine  County's  130  organizations  accommodate  a  multitude  of 
interests.  In  addition  there  are  opportunities  for  educational 
advancement  and  involvement  in  athletic  activities  as  a  participant 
or  observer. 

21/  Soho  Cinema,  Ltd.,  Broken  Treaty  at  Battle  Mountain,  Film,  New 
York,  New  York,  1975  and  Chamberlin,  Ralph  V.,  The  Ethno- 
Botany  of  the  Goshute  Indians,  Anthropological  Association 
Memoirs  2,  p.  343. 

22/  Op.  cit. 

23/  Bureau  of  the  Census,  General  Social  and  Economic  Characteristics. 
Nevada,  1970  Census,  Wash.  D.C.,  1972. 


Musically,  the  Connnunity  Concert  Association  usually  sponsors  three 
musical  performances  by  international  artists  each  year.  Various 
fraternal  and  high  school  groiips  arrange  for  popular  plays  and  rock 
concerts . 

Agricultural  pursuits  are  expressed  in  the  local  4-H  program  and 
the  fair.  Horse  racing  is  among  the  regular  features  of  the  county 
fair. 

Two  annual  events  in  the  community  are  the  Basque  celebration  and 
the  Labor  Day  events.  The  Basque  gathering  includes  folk  dancing, 
cuisine,  and  contests.  Labor  Day  activities  consist  of  both 
games  and  a  parade. 

The  University  of  Nevada  reaches  the  community  through  both  4-H  and 
its  off-campus  center  in  Ely.  Adult  education  classes  are  offered. 

Educational  television  is  available  in  the  area  via  UHF  relay. 
Locally,  the  White  Pine  Literary  club  offers  programs  for  cultural 
betterment.  History  of  the  area  is  depicted  in  a  local  museum 
which  contains  a  variety  of  items. 

Other  pursuits  include  swimming,  golf,  and  tennis.  Motorcycle 
and  car  race  tracks  are  available,  and  horses  can  be  rented. 

Housing 

Housing  demand  in  White  Pine  County  is  characteristic  of  the  main 
industrial  source  of  employment,  that  being  copper  production. 
When  copper  prices  are  relatively  high  at  the  national  and  inter- 
national markets,  the  incentive  to  increase  copper  production 
creates  a  labor  work  force  within  White  Pine  County  needing  housing 
beyond  the  available  supply. 

Methods  to  alleviate  the  tight  housing  problem  include  purchasing 
or  renting  modular  homes,  self-finishing  homes,  or  trailer  houses. 
These  are  generally  less  expensive  housing  alternatives  than  con- 
ventional housing  which  usually  requires  considerable  institutional 
financing . 

Financial  risk  is  greatest  in  communities  who  have  variable  or 
flexible  and  uncertain  economic  growth.  White  Pine  County  can 
expect  the  continuation  of  alternating  housing  needs  with  copper 
market  demand  so  long  as  this  industry  is  the  predominant  economic 
factor  within  the  covinty. 

The  following  tables  on  housing  characteristics  come  from  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  1970  Census  of  Housing  and  Fifth  Count 
Microfilm  Data,  Census  Users  Division,  Washington,  D.C.,  1971. 


TABLE  8 

HOUSING  CHARACTERISTICS, 
WHITE  PINE  COUNTY  AND 
NEVADA,  1970 


Nevada 

White  Pine 
County 

%  of 
State 

Ely 

%  of 
County 

Housing  Units 

172,558 

3339 

2 

Unknown 

Housing  Lacking  Plumbing 

Occupied  &  Vacant 
Yearlong 

4,589 

146 

3 

2 

132 

90 

Total  Occupied 

3,536 

105 

3 

98 

93 

Owner  Occupied 

996 

53 

5 

3 

46 

87 

Renter  Occupied 

2,540 

52 

2 

52 

100 

Vacant  for  Rent 

222 

41 

1 

8 

34 

83 

Units  by  # 
of  Persons 

Nevada 

White 
%  State  Pine 
Total   County-^ 

%  of 
State 

%  of 
County  Ely 

%  City 
Total 

1 

31,051 

20 

502 

1.6 

16 

475 

16 

2 

48,847 

30 

844 

1.7 

27 

801 

27 

3              ■ 

26,453 

16 

550 

2.0 

18 

529 

18 

4 

27,793 

17 

498 

2.0 

16 

479 

16 

5 

15,434 

9 

360 

2.3 

11 

345 

11 

6 

14,474 

8 

362 

2.5 

11 

349 

12 

TOTALS 

164,052 

100 

3116 

1.9 

99 

2978 

100 

Number  Per 
Room 

146,703 

91.6 

2722 

1.8 

87 

2599 

1  or  less 

87 

1.01*  to  1.5 

9  ,996 

6.0 

307 

3.0 

10 

307 

10 

1.51  or  more 

3,353 

2.0 
99.6 

87 
3116 

2.6 
1.9 

3 
100 

72 
2978 

3 

TOTALS 

160,052 

100 

*Housing  with  more  than  1.01  persons  per  room  is  listed  as  over-crowded 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census. 
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TABLE  8  (continued) 


-(\ 


Miscellaneous  Statistics  Relate'',  to  Housing 


Population 

Urban 

Rural  Non 
Farm 

Rural  Farm 
TOTALS 


State  White  Pine  Co. 
395,231     4176 

85,801     5741 
7,716      233 


Percentage        Percentage 
of  of 

State       City   County 


1 


6 
3 


4176 

100 

5398 

94 

115 

49 

488,748   10,150 


9698 


Residential  Building  Activity  (1962-Present) 


New  Residences  in  County 

1962  6 

1963  5 

1964  1 

1965  7 

1966  9 

1967  6 

1968  11 


Subtotal 


45 


New  Residences  in  County 

1969  14 

1970  26 

1971  13 

1972  18 

1973  18 

1974  7 

1975  16 


Subtotal 


112 


City 
13 
23 
U 
14 
9 
2 
12 

84 


(Does  not 
include  trailers)  Grand  Total  157  for  14  years  or  an  average 

of  11  per  year.   Figures  vmvfi   not  available  for  city  before  1969. 
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ECONOMIC 


Definition  of  Terms 


Industry  -  A  specific  sector  of  the  economy  such  as  the  mining 

industry,  the  ranching  industry,  etc. 

Industry  Dependence  -  The  percentage  of  the  industries'  income 

originating  from  BLM-administered  resources. 

Multipler  -  Measures  the  total  change  in  personal  income  of  a 

community  as  a  result  of  changing  the  value  of  production  in  that 

industry  by  one  dollar. 

Personal  Income  -  The  sum  of  wages  and  salaries,  proprietor  income, 

rental  income,  dividends  and  transfer  payments  resulting  from  the 

business  activity  of  a  particular  industry. 

Industrial  Sectors  -  In  terms  of  covered  employment  the  most 

important  industries  were  grouped  as  follows:  jL/ 

Employees 


Mining 
Trade 

1,113 
700 

Manufacturing 
Service 

505 
347 

Agriculture 
Public  Utilities 

160 

147 

Construction 

93 

Finance,  Insurance 

and  Real  Estate 

63 

Economic  Activity  Analysis: 

Trade  Patterns 

The  largest  towns  in  White  Pine  County  are  Ely  and  East  Ely,  McGill, 
and  Ruth.  These  towns  are  all  within  a  15-mile  radius  and  contain 
96  percent  of  the  county's  population.  This  central  area  contains 
most  of  the  county's  industry  and  trade.  Since  these  towns  are  in 
the  approximate  center  of  the  county  and  lie  at  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highways  50  and  93,  they  constitute  a  well-formed  trade  center 
for  White  Pine  Covinty.  Residents  in  the  small  community  of  Baker 
in  the  eastern  part  of  the  county  shop  in  Utah.  The  population  at 
Goshute  also  trades  in  Utah.  Residents  in  the  other  rural  communi- 
ties and  outlying  areas  of  White  Pine  County,  northeast  Nye  and 
northern  Lincoln  Counties  conduct  most  of  their  trade  in  the  Ely 
area. 

For  scarce  items,  Christmas  shopping,  vehicles  and  items  involving 
major  purchases.  White  Pine  County  residents  often  shop  in  Elko, 
Nevada  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 


1/  Nevada  Employment  Security  Division,  Nevada  Employment  and  Pay- 
~   rolls  1974,  Manpower  Information  and  Research  Section,  Carson 
City,  1975. 
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An  income  multiplier  indicates  the  degree  of  response  when  a 
dollar  is  injected  into  the  local  economy.  By  purchasing  a 
dollar's  worth  of  commodity  that  dollar  (after  deductions)  is,  in 
part,  spent  by  others  in  the  community  until  it  is  consumed.  For 
exaii5)le,  an  employee  earns  a  dollar.  After  deductions  and  savings 
he  has  90  cents  to  spend.  He  purchases  90  cents  worth  of  a  com- 
modity. The  retailer  takes  the  90  cents,  and  after  deductions, 
has  81  cents  to  spend.  He  then  purchases  81  cents  of  commodity 
for  himself.  This  process  continues  until  the  original  dollar  is 
fully  consumed  in  the  local  economy.  The  multipler  measures  how 
viable  or  interrelated  the  economic  community  is  (Table  9) . 

Industry  Analysis 

The  mining  sector  is  the  major  industry  in  White  Pine  County.  In 
addition,  most  manufacturing  in  the  county  is  mining-related 
(mining,  smelting,  etc.)  The  industry  is  highly  dependent  upon 
copper  mining,  and  with  the  discontinuance  of  mining  by  Kennecott 
this  industry  will  be  adversely  affected. 

The  State  of  Nevada  has  a  history  of  mining  "booms  and  busts",  and 
White  Pine  County  is  no  exception.  The  county  got  its  name  from 
the  White  Pine  Mining  District  which  was  organized  after  a  strike 
at  Treasure  Hill  in  the  White  Pine  (present  day  Ruby)  Mountains. 
Hamilton  and  Cherry  Creek  are  examples  of  towns  whose  populations 
grew  to  thousands  during  the  first  months  of  the  mining  boom  and 
rapidly  declined  when  the  ore  played  out. 

Mineral  production  in  White  Pine  County  is  mainly  copper  from  the 
open  pit  mine  at  Ruth.  Smelting  is  at  McGill,  north  of  Ely. 
Production  in  1973  was  45,790  short  tons  or  $54,490,473.  IJ     This 
is  42  percent  of  the  total  copper  production  in  Nevada.  All  copper 
production  was  by  Kennecott  Copper  Western  Mines  Division.   In  1974 
and  1975  copper  prices  fell,  with  a  consequent  drop  in  production. 
In  addition,  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  determined  emis- 
sions at  the  McGill  smelter  were  in  violation  of  clean  air  standards. 
The  decision  was  upheld  in  court.  The  combination  of  low  copper 
prices  and  the  high  cost  of  pollution  controls  were  given  as 
reasons  for  Kennecotf  s  shut  down  of  mining  operations  at  Ruth  in 
February  of  1976  and  smelting  operations  in  McGill  in  August  1976. 

1/ 

The  next  largest  sector  in  terms  of  number  of  employees  is  trades 
and  services.  These  industries  are  highly  dependent  on  the  local 

2/  Bureau  of  Mines,  Report  of  the  Inspector  of  Mines  1974,  Carson 

City,  1975. 
3/  Newspaper  article,  "Kennecott  To  Close,"  in  Reno  Evening  Gazette, 

January  30,  1976. 
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ECONOMIC  ACTIVITY  ANALYSIS 


Industry 


EARNINGS 
C$1,000) 


EXPORT  RELATED- 
EARNINGS 

(si#ooo) 


--IMPORT  -RELATED- 
EARNINGS 
($1*000)    - 


--INDUSTRY- 
INCOME 
MULTIPLIER 


AGRICULTURE 

LIVESTOCK  (EXC  DAIRY-PLTRY) 
-  OTHER  AGRICULTURE 


MINING 

METAL 
■'  FOSSIL  FUELS 
.   QUARRYING 


CONTRACT  CONSTRUCTION 


MANUFACTURING 

FOOD  A\D  KINDRED  PRODUCTS 
LUMBER  AND  WOOD  PRODUCTS 
—■OTHER  MANUFACTURING 


TRANSPOf^TATIO.N  &  COMMUNICATION 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES       "  -- 

-WHOLESALE-  AND  RETAIL  TRADE 

FINANCE'  INS»#  AND  REAL  ESTATE 

SERVICES    

-RECREATION  


1.086 

— -101- 


851 


9*327 
39 


8»310 


1.391 


61 


--2.689 

336 

4*839- 

550 
4.810 


387 


1.380 


545- 


75 
24 


805 


-1.048 
56 
-^>3a5" 


443 

-142- 


1.560 
-1.003 


1.637 

1.000 
1.001 

1.038 


1.000 

1.002 

'  1 .  16  4" 

1.103 

1.009 

-1  i-1 47- 

1.000 
1.205 


GOVERNMENT 

FEDERAL   -" 

STATE  AND  LOCAL 


1.812 
5.360 


1.812 


1.715 
1.000 


DISTRICT  SUMMARY 


37.722 


12.740 


-9*^251 


.715 


economy,  including  mining,  because  they  provide  goods  and  services 
to  White  Pine  County  inhabitants.  There  are  126  retail  trade  and 
81  service  establishments  in  White  Pine  County.  Of  this  total, 
71  retail  trade  and  58  service  establishments  are  located  in  Ely.  4/ 

The  mining  and  manufacturing  sector,  which  employed  38  percent  of 
the  work  force  in  the  county  in  1972,  is  important  to  the  income 
of  this  trades  and  services  sector.  For  example,  the  1972  average 
income  outside  the  mining-manufacturing  sector,  was  $6,914  as 
con^jared  to  $14,694  within  the  mining-manufacturing  sector.  5/ 

Agriculture  is  not  dependent  on  mining  or  other  sectors  of  the 
White  Pine  economy  to  •  any  great  extent.  However,  a  few  farmers 
and  ranchers  also  hold  jobs  at  the  mine  or  smelter.  Historically, 
the  ranching  industry  has  been  secondary  only  to  mining,  although 
ranch  earnings  have  not  kept  pace  with  earnings  in  other  fields. 
The  livestock  industry  does  not  generate  a  large  amount  of  additional 
dollars  within  the  area's  economy  in  comparison  to  the  mining  in- 
dustries generation  of  additional  income.  Some  hay  is  purchased 
locally,  and  labor  is  local.  However,  local  purchases  from  other 
industries  are  limited.  Most  sales  of  livestock  are  to  out  of  state 
f eedlots  or  packing  plants .  The  average  wage  for  ranch  hands  in 
Nevada  is  $1.79  per  hour  (as  estimated  by  the  Statistical  Reporting 
Service  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture)  with  room  and  board 
provided  by  the  rancher. 

Public  utilities  will  be  examined  in  the  infrastructures  (utilities, 
transportation,  law  enforcement,  schools,  etc.)  section  of  this 
document. 

Employment 

The  following  tables  document  employment  characteristics  in  White 
Pine  County.  Table  10  shows  employment  in  1970  and  1974,  examines 
change,  and  compares  White  Pine  County  to  the  nation,  industry  by 
industry. 

Illustration  6  is  a  bar  graph  of  changes  in  employment  by  economic 
sector.  Table  11  compares  unemployment  between  1970  and  1974. 

Table  12  is  from  the  Nevada  Employment  Security  Department  and 
breaks  down  employment  and  unemployment  by  race  and  sex  in  1975. 
The  table  is  taken  from  Nevada  Affirmative  Action,  State  and 
Counties,  Revised  September  1975,  produced  by  the  Manpower  Infor- 
mation  and  Research  Section. 


£/  Bureau  of  the  Census,  1972  Census  of  Retail  Trade  and  1972 

Census  of  Selected  Service  Industries,  (Washington,  D.C.:  GPO) , 
1974. 

5/  Department  of  Commerce,  "Local  Area  Personal  Income,"  Table  II, 
Survey  of  Current  Business,  March  1972. 
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Table  10 
EMPLOYMENT  BY  SECTOR  1970  AND  1974,  WHITE  PINE  COUNTY.  6/ 

AND 
RATE  OF  CHANGE  COMPARED  WITH  THE  NATION 


to 

to 


EMPLOYMENT 

ANNUAL  RATE  OF  CHANGE 
IN  EMPLOWIENT  1970-74 

1970 

1974 

White  Pine  Co. 

United  States 

Agriculture 

170  7/ 

180 

+  1.4% 

+  0.2% 

Mining 

1,200 

1,110 

-1.9% 

+  1.9% 

Construction 

100 

90 

-2.6% 

+4.2% 

Manufacturing 

400 

500 

+  5,7% 

+  0.9% 

Transportation  and 
Public  Utilities 

160 

210 

+  7.0% 

+  1.6% 

Trade 

720 

700 

-0.7 

+  3.3 

Finance,  Insurance  and 
Real  Estate 

50 

60 

+4.7 

+3.1 

Services 

380 

420 

+  2.5 

+  3.9 

Government 

740 

730 

-0.3 

+  3.3 

TOTALS 

3,910 

4,010 

+  0.6% 

+  2.6% 

bf   Source:  Nevada,  state  of,  County  Labor  Force  Summary: 
~         Security  Department,  Carson  City,  Nevada.^ 
iJ   Numbers  are  rounded  to  the  nearest  ten. 


1970  and  1974.  Employment 


Table  11 
Unemployment  of  VAiite  Pine  County,  8/ 
Nevada,  and  U.S. ,  9/  1970  and  1974 


o 


1970 

1974 

1 

Uneiiiployment 
(Persons) 

Percent  of 
T,ahor  Force 

Unei!]|jloyment 
(Persons) 

1 
Percent  of 
Labor  Force 

White  Pine  Co. 

170 

4.0 

200 

4.7 

! 

Ely  D.S.R. 

170 

4.0 

200 

4.7 

Nevada 

i 

N.A. 

5.9 

N.A. 

7.7 

U.S. 

N.A. 

4.9 

N.A. 

5.6 

Sources : 


_J^  Nevada,  State  of,  County  Labor  Force  Sunmary,  1970  and  1974,  Enployment  Security 
Department,  Carson  City,  Nevada. 

9/  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San  Francisco,  Western  Economic  Indicators,  San  Francisco, 
California,  Nov. /Dec.  1975. 


TABLE  la 
WHITE  PINE  COUNTY 


EMPLOYMENT  STATUS  BY  SEX  AND  MINORITY  STATUS 

ANNUAL  AVERAGES 

FY  1975 


Sex  and  Minority 
Status 


1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 
6. 


Both  Sexes 

Total 
White 
Black 

Other  Races 
Spanish  American 
Minority  Group* 

Female 


Labor 
Force 


4,405 

4,335 

0 

70 
555 
625 


Employed 


4,135 

4,070 

0 

70 

545 

61C 


Unemployment 

Unemployed 

Rate 

270 

J 

1 

6.1%    ! 

265 

6.1% 

0 

1 

0 
in 

3.2%     ' 
9  9"/    ; 

7. 

Total 

1,235 

1,085 

8. 

Percent  of 

both  sexes 

28.0% 

26 . 2% 

9. 

White 

1,210 

1,060 

10. 

Black 

0 

0 

n. 

Other  races 

20 

20 

12. 

Spanish  American 

160 

155 

13. 

Minority  Group 

180 

175 

15 


150 


2.4% 


12.0% 


55.6% 

-- 

150 

12.2% 

0 

-- 

0 

5.1% 

5 

2.2% 

5 

;     2.5% 

1 

Notes:  *Sum  of  Spanish  American  and  all  races  except  white.  Some  duplication 
possible  since  Spanish  American  may  include  nonwhite  races  in  addition 
to  white. 

Sum  of  individual  items  may  not  equal  totals  because  of  rounding. 
Percentages  computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
Source:  Percentage  from  1970  census  figures  applied  to  1975  labor  force. 
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LINCOLN 


%     CHANGE 

20  T-    18.9 

I5-- 

10  -- 

5 

0. 


-5  -- 


3.8 
4.5 


20- 
15  -- 
10- 
5  -- 


-5-- 

-10  . 


I.I 


5.7 


3.8 


%     CHANGE 
20 

--  15 

--  10 

--5 

-0 


5 

-ID 


AGGREGATE     AVERAGE 
ANNUAL     GROWTH     RATES 


WHITE     PINE 


-1.2 


3.7 


I — I  4.7 


WIDTH     OF    BAR     IS     PROPORTIONAL     TO     THE 
SECTOR'S     PERCENTAGE      OF     EMPLOYMENT     IN      1974 


SOURCE: 

NEVADA.      STATE      OF.      COUNTY      LABOR      FORCE     SUMMARY 
1970        AND      1974      EMPLOYMENT      SECURITY      DIVSION. 
DEPT.     OF      HUMAN     RESOURCES.      CARSON      CITY.      1971 
AND      1975 


NEVADA 


20  -p 

15  -- 

I0-- 
5-- 


-05 


rm- 


CHANGE     IN    EMPLOYMENT 
BY     ECONOMIC     SECTOR 

WHITE     PINE     &      ADJACENT 

COUNTIES 

AND 

STATE      OF     NEVADA 


Table  13 
WHITE  PINE  COUNTY  EMPLOYMENT  AND  INCOME 
BY  SELECTED  ECONOMIC  SECTORS-1972* 


SECTOR 

10/ 

EMPLOYMENl' 
(Persons) 

PERSONAL  11/ 

INCOME 
C$1000's) 

Farm 

160 

$  2,400 

Govt.  Labor  Earnings 
Fed.  Civilian  ) 
Military      ) 
State  and  Local) 

720 

1,600 

Manufacturing 

450 

W 

Mining 

1,020 

w 

Construction 

190 

2,400 

Transportation  and 
Communication 

190 

2,200 

Wholesale  and  Retail 
Trade 

720 

4,200 

Finance,  Insurance,  and 
Real  Estate 

60 

400 

Services        ) 
Other          ) 

390 

3,500 
100 

TOTAL 

3,870  a/ 

38,400 

*  Note:  Employment  does  not  include  self-employed  persons;  however, 
Income  includes  all  income,  including  self- employment  from 
the  indicated  source. 

W  -  Withheld  to  avoid  disclosure. 

a/  Total  number  employed  does  not  include  multiple  job  holding 

(moonlighting),  as  do  the  employment  counts  by  sector;  therefore, 
the  sum  of  sector  employment  exceeds  total  number  of  employed 
persons . 

Sources : 
10/  Nevada,  State  of.  County'  Labor  Force  Summary:   1972,  Employment 

Security  Department,  Carson  City,  Nevada 
11/  J.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  "Local  Area  Personal  Income"  Survey 
of  Current  Business,  May  1974.  Table  2,  p.  73. 
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Income 

Table  13,  Employment  and  Income  by  Selected  Economic  Sectors  for 
1972,  compares  employment  and  income  between  economic  industry 
sectors.  Data  is  taken  from  the  Department  of  Commerce  "Local 
Area  Personal  Income,"  Survey  of  Current  Business,  March  1972,  and 
the  Nevada  Employment  Security  Department  Manpower  and  Information 
Research  Section. 

Table  14,  White  Pine  County  Personal  Income  by  Sector  1929  to  1970, 
shows  how  personal  earnings  in  each  sector  have  changed  in  magni- 
tude over  the  last  four  decades.  The  table  allows  examination  of 
farm  and  non-farming  earnings.  The  source  is  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis,  Regional  Economics 
Information  System,  GPO,  Washington,  D.C.  1972.  Table  15  from  the 
same  source  was  published  in  1976.   It  shows  income  by  sector, 
1970-74. 

Table  16,  Money  Income  Status  of  Ely  D.S.R.  Residents,  Selected 
Years,  compares  per  capita  income  for  several  years  and  displays 
the  1974  median  family  effective  buying  income. 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

Infrastructure  is  defined  as  the  supporting  systems  and  facilities 
(utilities,  transportion,  law  enforcement,  schools,  etc.)  that 
support  an  area's  social  and  economic  structure.  These  systems 
serve  the  local  populace,  link  them  together,  and  provide  a  large 
part  of  their  social  services. 

Tax  Base  and  Public  Finance  Capability 

The  tax  structure  for  White  Pine  County  is  based  on  the  assessed 
valuation  of  the  real  property  within  the  boundaries  of  the  taxing 
unit.  Table  17  shows  the  assessed  value  of  the  local  government 
unit  rate  is  the  mill  levy  on  a  dollar  of  real  property.  The 
Nevada  State  tax  is  .25  mills.  The  total  combined  tax  rate  is 
limited  by  law  to  5.00  mills;  this  rate  is  reached  in  the  towns 
of  Ely,  McGill,  and  Ruth  when  the  tax  rates  are  added  together. 

The  State  government  also  collects  a  room  tax  on  hotels  and  motels, 
a  gasoline  tax,  a  cigarette  tax,  a  sales  tax  and  a  gaming  tax  on 
gambling.  Most  of  this  revenue  goes  into  the  general  fund  and 
returns  to  the  county  to  be  spent  on  local  schools. 

Federal  expenditures  in  White  Pine  County  totaled  $9,427,000  in 
1974.  \J     The  Department  of  Agriculture  total  expenditures  were 


1/  Office  of  Economic  Opportunity,  Federal  Outlays  in  Nevada, 
Fiscal  Year  1974,  Washington,  D.C. 
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DERIVATION  OF  PERSONAL  INCOME  BY  PLACE  OFRESlDEtlCE 


TOTAL  LABOR  AND  PROPRIETORS  INCOME  BY 
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-16 

37,629 
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40,341 
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51  ,023 

5,062 
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Table  16 
MONEY  INCOME  STATUS  OF  ELY  D.S.R. 

RESIDENTS,  SELECTED  YEARS 


COUNTIES: 
IVhite  Pine 


D.S.R. 
Ely 


STATE : 
Nevada 


Per  Capita  Income 
of  Persons  12/ 


1969 


Per  Capita  Income 
Relative  to  U.S.  y 
Index:  U.S. =100 
13/ 


Per  Capita 
Income 


1950 


2,821 


106 


1972 


95 


Median  Effective 
Buying  Income  M/ 


1972 


4,240 


SAME  AS  WHITi;  PINE  COUNTY 


3,570   15/ 


134  16, 


1973 


1974 


4,779 


'  115  17/ 


5,211 


11,097 


5,712 


N.A. 


13,517 


SOUTCCS  * 

12/  U  s"  Bureau  of  Census,  Census  of  Population:  1970,  General  Social  and  Economic  Characteristics, 

Flnal'Report  PC-dl-CSO  Nevada,  U.S.G.P.O..  Washington,  D.C.   1972.  Table  124,  pp.  174-5. 

13/  U.S.  Dept.  of  Commerce,  "Local  Area  Personal  Income",  Survey  of  Current  Business.  Part  II,  May 

14/  '  Anon.  ,  "1975  Survey  of  Buying  Power",  Sales  Management.  July  21,  1975,  page  D-66. 
15/  Op.  cit.',  Census  of  Population:   1970,  Table  57.  ^  n   i  .-   v„  loon" 

M/  U^.~D^t.  of  Commerce,  "State  Projections  of  Income,  Employment,  and  Population  to  1990  , 
Survey  of  Current  Business,  April  1974,  p.  44. 
17/  Ibid.   1971  data. 


Table  17 
WHITE  PINE  COUNTY 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  TAXING  UNITS  ASSESSED  VALUATION 

1970-75  2  / 


00 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 
TAXING  UNIT 

ASSESSED  VALUATION  (DOLLARS) 
FISCAL  YEARS 

LOCAL 
GOVEROTIENT 
UNIT  RATE 

1970-71 

1971-72 

1972-73 

1973-74 

1974-75 

1974-75 

WHITE  PINE  COUNTY 

48,806,529 

40,395,097 

39,745,361 

49,366,136 

50,731,317 

1.79 

ELY 

5,970,520 

6,151,280 

6,169,147 

6,761,802 

10,312,195 

1,40 

EAST  ELY  TOWN 

2,414,510 

2,747,231 

2,885,058 

3,246,032 

LUND  TOWN 

109,725 

110,660 

123,075 

133,345 

155,400 

1.40 

MC  GILL  TOWN 

1,568,382 

1,586,855 

1,593,509 

1,762,917 

1,705,762 

1.40 

RUTH  TOWN 

459,913 

466,269 

469,945 

502,264 

497,261 

1.40 

E.  ELY  SANITATION  DIST. 

2,414,510 

2,747,231 

2,885,058 

3,246,032 

3,513,468 

-0- 

MC  GILL  WTR.  §  SAN. 
GEN.  IMP.  DIST. 

N.A. 

N.A. 

N.A. 

1,762,917 

1,705,762 

-0- 

WHITE  PINE  COUNTY  SCHOOLS 

48,806,529 

40,395,097 

39,745,361 

49,366,136 

50,731,317 

1.56 

Source : 

2/  Nevada  Tax  Commission:   Local  Government  Red  Book;  Ad  Valorem  Tax  Rates,  Budget  Summaries 
"~   for  Nevada  Local  Governments.   Nevada  Tax  Commission,  Carson  City,  1970-74. 


$769,000.  The  Department  of  the  Interior  total  expenditures  were 

$1,280,000  of  which  $103,000  was  in  grant  outlays.  The  Department 

of  Health,  Education  and  Welfare  expended  more  than  $4,000,000, 

over  40  percent  of  total  Federal  expenditures  in  White  Pine  County. 

Basically,  the  bulk  of  the  tax  base  is  composed  of  the  taxes  on 
real  property  and  the  tax  on  mine  proceeds.  These  two  items  account 
for  91  percent  of  tax  revenues  in  White  Pine  County  (1974) . 

White  Pine  County  is  most  heavily  dependent  upon  mining  and  manu- 
facturing (44  percent  in  1972)  as  source  personal  income.  Govern- 
ment, trade,  and  services  also  provide  a  substantial  amount  of  the 
total  available  income.  To  a  lesser  extent,  agriculture,  con- 
struction, and  public  utilities  provide  personal  income  to  the 
region. 

The  heavy  dependency  on  mining  and  manufacturing,  as  income  source 
industries,  creates  an  economic  situation  of  feast  or  famine 
whenever  production  is  increased  or  slowed.  The  regions  economic 
life  is  essentially  dependent  upon  these  two  industrial  sectors. 


Table  18 
Key  Industry  Allocable  Income,  1972  3/ 


Industry 


Mining 

Manufacturing 

Services 

Agriculture 

Construction 

Public  Utilities 

Trade 

Government 

Other 


Percentage  of  Total  County 
Allocable  Income 


43 

3 

10 

2 

6 

3 

6 

3 

5 

7 

10 

9 

16 

9 

3 

100.0 


3/  Department  of  Commerce,  Survey  of  Current  Business,  "Local  Area 
Personal  Income,"  Volume  54,  No.  5,  Part  II,  Washington,  D.C., 
May  1974. 
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Land  Ownership  and  Use 
CFor  further  discussion,  see  Resource  Industry  Analysis) 


Status  4/ 

Total  acreage  in  White  Pine  County 
Total  private  and  State  lands 
Total  acres  managed  by  BLM 
Total  other  Federal  lands 


5,699,200  acres 

283,084  acres 

4,365,578  acres 

1,050,538  acres 


Within  White  Pine  County  private  land  makes  up  3.4  percent  of  the 
total  land  ownership.  Most  private  land  is  used  for  agricultural 
purposes  and  is  located  in  valley  bottoms.  The  land  produces  hay, 
alfalfa,  or  meadow  for  cattle  grazing.  Private  land  primarily 
constitutes  the  base  property  of  the  rancher  for  the  grazing 
privileges  to  graze  his  livestock  on  national  resource  lands. 

Another  large  portion  of  private  land  is  used  for  urban- suburb  an 
industry  and  housing.  A  third  category  of  land  is  held  under 
patented  mining  claims.  However,  these  categories  can  overlap, 
such  as  a  mining  claim  that  has  been  sold  for  urban- suburban  land 
use. 

Most  Federal  land  is  administered  by  the  BLM,  with  the  other  major 
Federal  land  manager  being  the  Forest  Service.  The  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs  administers  72,000  acres  in  White  Pine  County,  on  the 
Goshute  Indian  Reservation. 

Most  Federal  land  is  under  multiple-use  management.  That  is,  it  is 
managed  and  adminstered  for  grazing,  hunting,  recreation,  watershed, 
forest  products,  range,  minerals,  and  wildlife  and  endangered  and 
threatened  species  habitat.  The  Ely  District  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  is  currently  in  the  process  of  formulating  new 
Management  Framework  Plans  (Land  Use  Plans).  This  document  is  part 
of  that  process. 


Transportation 


Roads 


Major  highways  in  the  county  include  U.S.  93  which  is  the  north- 
south  route  that  branches,  just  beyond  the  northeast  corner  of 
the  county,  to  become  U.S.  93  North  and  Alt.  50-  U.S.  6  and  U.S.  50 
enter  the  county  north  of  Baker  and  cross  the  planning  area  boundary 
westward  until  they  pass  out  of  the  county  72  miles  from  Ely. 


4/  Computed  from  BLM  Public  Land  Statistics  FY75,  Nevada  State 
Office,  Reno. 
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Other  road  systems  include  Nevada  State  Route  (SR)  46  which 
parallels  the  west  county  boundary  until  it  reaches  the  north 
county  line,  and  SR  44  which  is  presently  only  three  (3)  miles 
long.  SR  35,  nine  (9)  miles,  leads  from  U.S.  93  west  to  the 
townsite  of  Cherry  Creek  (See  Illustration  2). 

Numerous  county  and  government  roads  (both  Forest  Service  and 
BLM)  lead  into  the  various  mountain  ranges. 

Railroad 

The  Nevada  Northern  Railway  Company  provides  freight  service  about 
twice  a  week  to  Ely  from  the  Union  Pacific  line  in  Elko  County  on 
the  150-mile  spur  line.  This  is  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 
Kennecott  Cooper. 

Bus 

Nevada  Central  Motor  Lines  runs  west  daily  to  Reno,  Nevada.  Access 
to  Salt  Lake  and  other  points  east  is  provided  by  the  Lewis  Brothers 
Stages.  The  Nevada  Northern  Railway  Company  runs  a  bus  north  to 
Wells,  Nevada.  All  have  connections  with  other  bus  lines. 

Air 

Currently,  White  Pine  County  is  served  by  two  airlines  out  of  the 
Ely  airport.  United  Airlines  (subleased  to  Frontier)  has  two 
flights  daily,  one  east  to  Salt  Lake  and  one  west  to  Reno  with  one 
stop  in  Elko.  Scenic  Airlines  has  two  flights  daily,  from  Las 
Vegas  to  Ely,  then  Elko,  and  back. 

The  airport  is  classed  by  the  FAA  as  a  "trunk  airport"  which  means 
that  it  can  accommodate  carrier-type  aircraft.  The  north-south 
runway  is  currently  rated  at  92,000  pounds  with  a  dual  wheel  load 
and  170,000  pounds  with  a  dual  tandum  load.  The  east-west  runway 
has  a  lower  load  capacity. 

A  local  flying  service  provides  chartered  flights  to  anywhere 
within  the  local  area. 


Communications 


Telephone 


Ely,  McGill,  Ruth,  Baker  and  Lund  are  provided  telephone  service 
by  Nevada  Bell  Company. 

Telegraph 

Telegraph  service  is  provided  by  Western  Union.   In  addition,  a 
telephone  copier  has  been  installed  at  the  library  in  Ely. 
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Television 

Six  channels  are  transmitted  via  relays  to  Ely.  Three  stations-- 
KTVX,  KUTV,  and  KSL--are  out  of  Salt  Lake  City  (VHP  5  UHF) .  One 
station  originates  from  Reno  (KOLO) ,  but  the  reception  is  poor. 
Another  originates  from  Las  Vegas  (KENO) .   In  addition,  an  educa- 
tional station  CPBS)  is  brought  in  by  VHP  Channel  13  (Las  Vegas) . 

Radio 

The  local  AM  station  (KELY)  broadcasts  six  days  a  week  from  6  a.m. 
to  6:30  p.m.  (250W) , 

An  FM  station  from  Salt  Lake  is  brought  in  via  radio  translator 
(KSL). 

Newspaper 

The  local  paper  publishes  weekdays  only.  Other  papers  are  freighted 
in  from  Las  Vegas  and  Reno  every  day  of  the  week.  The  Reno  Nevada 
State  Journal  is  delivered  by  local  paper  carriers. 

Other 

Most  rural  areas  outside  Ely,  McGill,  and  Ruth  receive  news  via 
telephone,  or  through  mail  service.  Households  in  the  north  end 
of  the  county  are  dependent  on  Elko  for  news  via  TV  or  radio. 
Some  radio  is  originated  in  Salt  Lake  City.  In  addition,  most  rural 
hoiiseholds  now  possess  citizens  band  radios  for  communication. 


Fire  Suppression 


Urban  Fire  Protection 


Ely 


The  city  of  Ely  has  an  organized  Fire  Department  which  has  a  force 
of  five  full  time  paid  and  40  volunteers. 

Equipment  is  listed  as  follows: 

1  -  1350  gpm  CMC  Tank  Pumper 

1  -  1250  gpm  International  Diesel  (new) 

2  -  750  gpm  (1)  American  LaPrance  (1)  Ford 
1  -  500  gpm  American  LaPrance 

1  -  "35"  Ford 

1  -  1500  gpm  Walter  Foam  Truck  (city-county)  which  is  used  at 

airport. 

Current  city  rating  is  5*  which  is  good  in  terms  of  city  insurance. 
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Lund,  Baker,  Preston 

Fire  protection  in  Lund  and  Preston  is  meager.  A  flatbed  with  a 
Wisconsin  engine  for  pumping  is  all  the  equipment.  Fifty  volunteers 
are  available,  travel  time  to  Lund  from  Ely  is  estimated  at  30 
minutes . 

In  Baker  and  Cherry  Creek  there  is  virtually  no  fire  protection. 

Ruth,  McGill 

In  Ruth,  fire  protection  is  by  volunteer  fire  department  with  one 
tank  truck.  Ely's  fire  station  is  5  miles  away  for  emergency 
use.  Ruth's  rating  is  7*. 

In  McGill,  there  are  4  paid  and  11  volunteers  and  one  truck. 

Organization  -  BLM 

In  recent  years  the  Ely  District  Office  has  hired  a  fire  crew  of 
about  14  men  from  June  through  September  for  initial  attack  on 
fires  on  NRL.  Part  of  this  crew  is  stationed  in  Pioche,  Nevada. 

Four  pumper  trucks  as  well  as  the  majority  of  the  permanent  BLM 
staff  are  available  for  fire  duty.  One  fire  cache  with  a  20-man 
tool  kit  is  stationed  at  Goshute  Reservation  -  in  northern  White 
Pine  County.  Additional  help  can  be  obtained  from  the  local 
Forest  Service  office  as  well  as  the  National  Guard. 

Aerial  attack  is  based  out  of  Elko  and  Cedar  City,  Utah. 

The  fire  organization  is  directed  by  the  BLM  Fire  Management  Officer 
who  is  also  the  Ely  Staff  Forester. 

The  county  does  not  suppress  fires  on  national  resource  lands. 
There  is  a  gap  in  fire  suppression  when  ranch  property  catches  fire 
as  the  county  has  no  organization  and  little  fire- fighting  equip- 
ment.  Kennecott  (in  McGill)  has  its  own  fire  crew. 

History  and  Incidence 

Records  over  the  past  10  years  show  the  following  statistics  for 
the  Ely  District. 


10  year  average  fires  per  year 
10  year  average  acres  burned 
Most  fires  in  10  years  (1  season) 


54 
=  1,200 

116  (1973) 


Major  causes  of  fires  are  lightning  and  man.  Major  fire  season 
extends  from  the  second  week  in  July  to  the  first  week  in  September, 
although  fires  have  occurred  as  early  as  May  and  as  late  as  November, 
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The  greatest  incidence  of  wildfires  in  White  Pine  County  over  the 
same  10  year  period  occurred  within  a  ten  mile  radius  of  the 
communities  of  Ely,  McGill,  Cherry  Creek  and  the  Ruby  Marshes. 
(Ruth  is  included  in  Ely.) 

About  170  fires  were  reported  in  the  10-year  period  in  the  county. 

Percentages  of  fires  over  the  10  year  period  follow: 


Area 

Ely  and  Ruth 
McGill 
Cherry  Creek 

Ruby  Marshes 


Percent  Fires  on  NRL  (1965-1975) 


24 
16 
10 


50  percent  around  these  towns 
10  percent 

60  percent  occur  around 
heavily  man  used  areas 


Equipment:  BLM 

15  radios  (portable  and  mobile) 

2  pxompers 

2  slip-in  pumper  units 

For  further  information  see  District  Fire  Plan  (9211  Central  Files). 

Land  Survey 

Extent  and  Quality:  District  Management  Profile  (Cadastral  Survey) 

The  map  on  the  following  page  displays  the  extent  and  quality  of 
cadastral  survey  in  the  Egan  planning  area.  Surveys  prior  to  1910, 
mainly  monumented  by  rock  corners,  etc.,  are  of  dubious  quality  and 
dependability.  The  majority  of  the  District  is  covered  by  these 
surveys. 

Seventy-four  percent  of  the  Egan  planning  area  was  surveyed  prior 
to  1910.  Since  that  time  an  additional  16  percent  of  the  land  area 
has  been  surveyed.  Generally  brass  cap  monuments  were  used  in  the 
more  recent  survey.  The  remaining  10  percent  of  the  NRL  within  the 
planning  area  is  unsurveyed. 

Complicating  Factors 

A  dependable  cadastral  survey  is  needed  for  any  land  disposal  pur- 
poses. Also,  an  identification  problem  exists  as  boundaries  are 
not  physically  marked.  Some  trespass  does  occur  by  public  land 
users,  such  as  pine  nut  pickers,  Christmas  tree  cutters,  etc.,  when 
they  are  near  an  unfencedBLM  -  U.S.  Forest  Service  border.  A 
dependable  survey  would  also  aid  realignment  or  construction  of 
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COUNTY 


LEGEND! 


CONTRACT       SURVEY 

TOWNSHIPS 

NOT      SUBDIVIDED 

IRON      POST       SURVEY 

UNSURVEYED 


CADASTRAL       SURVEY       STATUS 
MAR.  1976 


highways,  etc.  It  is  uncertain  whether  other  programs  in  this 
planning  area  are  dependent  on  a  high  quality  cadastral  survey. 


Major  Utilities 


Energy 


Electric:  Mt,  Wheeler  (REA) 

Current  Capacity  123  megawatts 

Proposed  Capacity  (10  years)  205  megawatts 

Gas:  Propane  -  Three  outlets;  however,  only  one  would  release 
information  on  sales  figures.  This  was  2.3  million  gallons  (1974-75) 

Fuel  Oil:  Many  distributors,  no  information  available. 

Law  Enforcement 

City 

Ely  has  a  12  man  police  force  with  six  reserves. 

County 

The  county  has  a  sheriff's  force  of  11,  with  four  reserves.  The 
State  maintains  a  highway  patrol  office  with  three  patrolmen,  two 
license  agents,  and  a  motor  agent. 

The  State  Fish  and  Game  Department  has  two  wardens  in  this  area. 

All  law  enforcement  activities  on  national  resource  lands  require 
action  on  the  part  of  either  the  Fish  and  Game  or  the  sheriff's 
office.  There  has  not  been  a  large  effort  to  date  to  enforce  laws 
which  govern  national  resource  lands. 

Search  and  Rescue 

There  is  a  White  Pine  emergency  posse  in  Ely  and  McGill  which 
operates  and  coordinates  ground  searches  and  rescues.  Most  of  these 
personnel  are  also  trained  EMT's  (emergency  medical  technicians). 
All  work  is  coordinated  through  the  White  Pine  Sheriff's  Office. 

Health  Systems 

The  only  hospital  in  White  Pine  County  is  located  in  Ely,  just  off 
Highway  93. 

Beds  and  Services: 


Facilities:  27  skilled  nursing  beds 
8  intermediate 
10  bassinets 


1  isolated  nursery 

2  incubators 
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3  bed  emergency  room  with  complete  facilities 
Extensive  lab  facilities  -  blood  analyzer,  etc. 
X-ray  and  fluoroscope  machine 

2  operating  rooms 

Intensive  care  unit  and  physical  therapy  department 

Personnel 

Medical  Doctors  -  5  (1  surgeon)    Nurses  -  Registered  Nurses  -  14 
Dentists  -  2  Licensed  Practical  Nurses  -  15 

Optometrists  -  1 

Other 

Nursing  home  (est,  completion  1976)  99  beds. 

Education 

Elementary  Schools 

3  in  Ely  (kindergarten  to  8th) 

1  in  Ruth  (kindergarten  to  8th) 
1  in  McGill  (kindergarten  to  8th) 
1  parochial  in  Ely  (1st  to  8th) 
1  preschool  (co-op) 

High  Schools 

1  in  Ely 
1  in  Lund 

Adult  Education 

Evening  school.  University  of  Nevada  Campus  Center,  Ely. 

Budget  75-76 

White  Pine  County  (State  and  County  funds)  $3,166,000.00 

Other 

The  present  school  system  is  adequate  for  existing  needs  nnd  is  expected 
to  be  able  to  accept  growth  through  the  1980 's  with  little  change. 
A  new  high  school  has  been  discussed. 

Water  Systems  (Water  and  Waste  Matter) 

The  city  of  Ely  has  capacity  to  pump  2,825  gallons  per  minute.  Peak 
demand  is  recorded  as  1,350  gallons  per  minute.  Reserve  is  1,475. 
The  Municipal  Water  Department  is  owned  and  operated  by  the  city  of 
Ely. 
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Presently,  there  is  a  move  to  expand  the  water  supply  to  provide 
more  pressure  for  East  Ely  users. 

Water  sources  for  Ely  are  Nfurry  Springs  which  yields  3  to  4  million 
gallons  per  day  Cmgd) ;  North  Street  Well,  1.5  mgd;  and  East  Ely 
Well,  1.4  mgd. 

The  quality  meets  State  standards.  A  new  chlorinator  was  installed 
in  1972  at  the  Murry  Springs  Station. 

The  city  stores  2.5  million  gallons  in  two  storage  reservoirs 
located  above  the  downtown  area.  Transmission  of  water  is  by  a  16" 
main  to  feeder  lines  which  vary  from  2"  to  10", 

Solid  Waste 

Disposal  is  made  by  a  private  collection  agent  (Ely  Disposal)  into 
a  sanitary  land  fill  under  agreement  with  the  cities  of  Ely,  Ruth 
and  McGill.  Because  of  problems,  the  city  is  contemplating  a 
mandatory  fee  for  each  household  to  solve  the  present  problem  of 
non-subscribers  dumping  in  the  old  open  dump  or  in  any  convenient 
location. 

Waste  Water 

Of  the  3,555  housing  units  recorded  during  the  1960  housing  survey, 
3,056  were  connected  to  the  public  sewage  collection  system. 
Septic  tanks  were  used  by  370  homes,  while  121  were  without  any 
tank  or  sewer  hookup. 

The  existing  system  owned  by  the  city  of  Ely  consists  of  about 
45,000  feet  of  trunk  and  collection  sewers.  The  system  has 
adequate  capacity  to  handle  growth  expectations  until  at  least 
1990. 

The  total  average  daily  flow  is  868,000  gallons  per  day  (gpd)  with 
about  31  percent  being  infiltration  of  ground  water.  The  sewage 
is  brought  to  the  plant  by  21"  trunk  lines.  The  sewage  plant  was 
constructed  in  1971  and  uses  an  extended  aeration  process  followed 
by  oxidation  for  treatment  (some  percolation  occurs) .  Current 
plant  effluents  meet  State  standards. 

Ruth  5/ 

Water:  Water  is  purchased  by  contract,  wholesale,  and  unmetered 
from  Kennecott  which  delivers  water  from  Ward  Mountain  Springs  to  a 
reservoir.  Flow  from  the  springs  varies  from  100  to  300  gpm. 


5/  Conger,  Sharp,  Krater  and  Associates,  Inc.,  General  Plan,  White 
Pine  Coiinty  and  City  of  Ely,  1976,  Reno,  Nevada. 
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Sewage:  The  waste  water  facilities  were  constructed  between  1945 
to  1950.  Sewers  are  6  inches  in  diameter  or  larger  and  in  good 
condition.  There  are  two  lines.  The  first  serves  only  a  few 
families  and  discharges  through  a  10-inch  pipe  to  a  raw  oxidation 
pond  about  %  mile  east  of  town.  The  other  is  larger,  serves  most 
of  the  community  and  discharges  through  a  12-inch  drain  to  raw 
oxidation  ponds  (in  series)  about  %  mile  northeast  of  town. 
Effluent  discharges  from  the  larger  pond  into  a  ditch  which  even- 
tually runs  into  a  normally  dry  stream  bed. 

McGill  6/ 

Water:  Water  is  delivered  to  McGill  wholesale  and  unmetered  from 
Kennecott  Copper  through  John  Galbreath  and  Company  which  also 
handles  the  Ruth  Water  Company. 

The  water  comes  from  Duck  Creek  about  10  miles  north  of  town.   In 
addition,  a  600  gpm  well  located  in  town  supplies  water  to  the 
system. 

Water  Waste:  The  original  system  (constructed  in  the  1920 's)  con- 
sists of  4-  and  6-inch  tile  pipe  which  was  not  always  put  in  streets 
or  alleys.  The  lower  elevations  of  the  system  were  constructed  in 
1968.  Some  sewers  are  without  manholes  or  cleanouts.  The  system  is 
not  adequately  mapped  and  exists  in  some  locations  at  shallow  depths 
Some  damage  to  the  system  occurs  from  private  excavations.  Totally, 
there  are  four  separate  collection  systems  in  McGill. 

About  two-thirds  of  the  sewage  is  treated  in  two  sewage  oxidation 
ponds, one  to  the  west,  the  other  southwest  of  town.  Some  of  the 
sewage  empties  raw  into  drainage  ditches  which  lead  into  Kennecott 's 
mill  tailing  ponds. 

Baker  7/ 

Water:  Supplied  by  individual  wells. 

Sewage:  Handled  by  individual  cesspools  or  septic  tanks.  The 
possibility  of  contamination  of  shallow  wells  from  this  source  has 
occurred. 

Preston  8/ 

Water:  Same  as  Baker. 


6/  Ibid. 
7/  Ibid. 
8/  Ibid. 
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Sewage:   Individual  septic  tanks,  cesspools,  and  underground  systems, 
Percolation  is  good  and  this  type  of  sewage  disposal  is  adequate. 

Lund  9/ 

Water:  Same  as  Baker. 

Sewage:  Same  as  Preston. 

Cherry  Creek  10/ 

Water:  Water  is  supplied  from  drainage  from  an  abandoned  mine  shaft 
which  feeds  about  5  gpm.  During  summer,  flow  is  not  sufficient  for 
domestic  purposes . 

Sewage:  Same  as  Lund. 


9/   Ibid. 
10/  Ibid. 
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II.   RESOURCE   INDUSTRIES   ANALYSIS 

This  section  deals  with  the  contribution  of  BLM-managed  lands  to 
the  economy  of  the  county  and  the  nation.  Some  of  the  products, 
such  as  feed  for  cattle  or  recreation,  are  utilized  on-site. 
Others,  such  as  minerals,  have  a  worldwide  market. 

The  remainder  of  the  section  will  deal  with  problems,  issues,  and 
trends  associated  with  public  land  use  in  White  Pine  County. 

RESOURCE  ANALYSIS  SUMMARY 

The  following  table  puts  the  various  resources  related  to  land 
management  into  comparable  categories  by  calculating  the  dollar 
amounts  of  each  resource  and  the  amount  of  income  and  jobs  gener- 
ated by  each  resource.  The  contribution  from  national  resource 
lands  (NRL)  is  evaluated,  and  estimates  of  dependency  are  made. 

The  economic  contributions  from  the  land  are  in  the  form  of  min- 
erals from  the  ground;  crops  grown,  cattle  raised,  game  hunted; 
recreation  and  scenery  experiences;  or  in  terms  of  housing  or 
business,  structures  placed  on  the  land.  Therefore,  there  can  be 
no  quantitative  value  placed  on  the  land  except  in  terms  of  use. 
There  are  other  non-dollar  measured  uses  of  the  land  such  as 
watershed  management  and  fire  protection  that  are  reflected  in 
more  easily  measured  economic  outputs. 

The  original  general  viewpoint  toward  public  lands  in  the  U.S. 
was  that  they  should  be  gradually  shifted  over  to  private  owner- 
ship (State,  individuals,  etc.).   This  viewpoint  has  shifted  con- 
siderably as  several  segments  of  society  now  are  interested  in 
preserving  the  public  land  as  a  highly  valued  natural  resource 
(wilderness  areas,  etc).   It  is  projected  that  small  amounts  of 
public  land  will  be  transferred  to  private  ownership  or  other 
ownership  and  that  the  majority  of  NRL  will  primarily  remain  un- 
der multiple  use. 

The  final  column  on  the  right  of  the  following  table  (Resource 
Analysis  Summary)  is  made  up  of  benchmark  projections.  These  are 
not  goals  or  even  expected  levels  of  use;  rather,  these  projec- 
tions are  based  on  expected  trends  in  United  States  population 
and  industrial  production  growth.  The  method  used  to  compute 
these  benchmark  projections  is  to  compare  percentage  of  contribu- 
tion from  White  Pine  County  to  the  U.S.  economy  in  each  commodity. 
Then  the  expected  U.S.  growth  by  1990  is  computed.  Using  that 
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figure  and  the  originp.1  percentage,  benclmark  projections  are 
computed.  These  indicate,  in  a  very  general  manner,  what  the  de- 
mand for  each  resource  might  be  by  1990. 

PROBLEMS,  ISSUES  AND  TRENDS 

This  section  deals  with  problems  and  trends  associated  with  public 
land  in  White  Pine  County. 

1.  The  first,  and  probably  the  most  important  problem  facing  the 
area,  is  its  dependence  on  mining.  As  was  mentioned  in  the  Eco- 
nomic Analysis  section  (I/B/1)  of  the  Area  Description,  White  Pine 
County  is  heavily  dependent  on  mining  and  smelting  copper  at  Ruth 
and  McGill.  Since  this  is  a  non- renewable  resource,  subject  to  a 
fluctuating  international  market,  this  can  lead  to  economic  and 
job  unstability.  This  leads  to  a  lack  of  certainty  about  the  fu- 
ture and  a  transient  population.  The  county  government  cannot 
depend  on  a  stable  l;ax  base. 

2.  Another  problem  in  Ely  is  flooding.  Ely  is  built  on  a  flood 
plain.  Unstable  watershed  has  led  to  several  floods,  damage  to 
homes  and  businesses.   Soil,  rangeland,  and  the  city  water  supply 
have  been  damaged.  Economic  losses  have  been  severe,  and  insur- 
ance is  costly.  The  town  lacks  an  adequate  zoning  law  to  limit 
the  losses. 

BLM  and  the  Forest  Service  have  made  large  expenditures  on  water- 
shed stabilization.  There  are  continuing  opportunities  to  pro- 
vide better  management  to  the  watershed  through  sound  range  man- 
agement . 

3.  There  is  also  a  problem  in  water  management.  Water  is  a 
scarce  and  valuable  resource.  Lack  of  good  water  management  in- 
hibits industry  and  limits  recreation  and  the  quality  of  life. 
The  major  problems  are  legal  restrictions  and  social  pressure 
against  coordinated  controls. 

4.  Lack  of  an  effective  vegetative  management  program  has  lead  to 
deterioration  of  soil,  water,  and  vegetation.  This  in  turn  leads 
to  declining  long-term  productivity  in  livestock,  wildlife,  and 
recreation;  which  means  a  deterioration  in  the  quality  of  ranching 
and  local  life-styles. 

A  coordinated  effort  among  BLM,  the  Forest  Service,  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Nevada  Fish  and  Game,  and  local  ranchers 
could  alleviate,  to  a  large  degree,  this  problem. 

5.  BLM  has  a  credibility  gap  with  the  public.   In  the  past  there 
has  been  a  lack  of  public  participation  in  the  planning  process. 
There  were  changes  in  direction  in  the  Bureau's  programs  and  a 
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lack  o£  public  education  efforts  in  BLM' s  problem  areas  and  land 
management  programs.  This  has  reduced  public  support.   In  some 
cases  there  exists  hostility  to  BLM  which  hampers  the  Bureau  re- 
source management  efforts. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has  the  opportunity  to  conduct  pub- 
lic relations  activities  and  public  education  forums.   Increased 
public  participation  in  the  planning  system  may  help  close  the 
"credibility  gap." 
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Table   19 

RESOURCE    ANALYSIS   SUMMARY** 


Feb.    1976 


REGION:_ 


Ely 


Dlstrlct_CWhll:e  Pine  County) 


COMPILATION     DATE: 

OFFICE    &    TITLE    OF    COMPILER 


QUANTITY  01^ 
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I 
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gUWBER    OF 
INITIAL 
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N  RL 
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DIRECT    INCOME    EFFECT 
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EFFECT 
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PER  UNIT 
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1 
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_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 
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- 

- 

- 
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_ 
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_ 

- 

- 

- 

c        in/,  /,ni  2 
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- 

4.3% 

- 

- 

- 

- 
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HI 

289.143    (AUMS)"' 

61 
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$     .189jl85 

3.8% 
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374,033    iMMS} 
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S      192,513^' 

71 

(AUMS 
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. 

._..J^.^ 

..5.6,.84_._ 

$161,697. 

0   08% 
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HuntlnB    (BlE   Game) 

(Angler^ 

9 
$280,961. 

$        74,'.55^^ 

71 

(Angler 
12,427      Days) 12 

- 

23     t 

$1.38 

$    17,125. 

$        20,036. 

Angler  Days 

Gen. Recreation 
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498,446        Days)4 

10 
1,370,726. 

$      363, IW.^^ 

71    __ 
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10.5% 

$    .73 
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0.2% 
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_ — 

"       "         '        "^ 

—  _ 

- 

— — — ■ 

— — — - 

- 



-      —  -     — 

-  -       -      -     ■ 





— 



*See   accompanying  narrative 

**    1970  Production   and    1970  Dollars 

—   Indicates   data  was   not   available 


FOOTNOTES 

1.  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines,  Commodity  Data  Summaries,  (Washington, 
GPO)  1975. 

2.  Office  of  Business  Economics,  Regional  Economics  Information 
System,  Regional  Economics  Division  (Washington,  GPO)  1973. 

3.  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Socio-Economic  Data  System,  Denver 
Service  Center,  1970. 

4.  Nevada  State  Engineers  Office,  Water  Related  Recreation  in 
Nevada  Report  No.  7,  Water  for  Nevada,  (Carson  City)  1970. 

5.  This  income  index  is  computed  by  dividing  the  percent  of  re- 
gional income  (by  sector)  by  the  percent  of  regional  employ- 
ment for  that  same  sector.  The  hunting,  fishing,  and  general 
recreation  are  considered  under  the  services  and  trade  sector. 

6.  Regional  income  is  computed  by  multiplying  direct  income,  by 
sector,  times  the  appropriate  income  multipliers.  The  number 
in  the  parentheses  is  the  income  multiplier  for  that  sector. 
Income  multipliers  taken  from  the  BLM  Social  Economic  Data 
System  (published  by  the  BLM  Denver  Service  Center)  1972. 

7.  Taken  from  Nevada  Department  of  Fish  and  Game,  Statewide  An- 
gler Questionnaire,  (Carson  City)  1974. 

8.  Nevada  State  Engineer's  Office,  Forecasts  for  the  Future  - 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Report  No.  6,  Water  for  Nevada,  (Carson 
City)  1970. 

9.  Ibid,  Resident  Hunter  =  $23.71,  Non-Resident  =  $50.93 
Daily  average  angler  expenditure  =  $5.20. 

10.  Based  on  $2.75  Visitor  Day  Expenditure,  Water  Related  Recre- 
ation, op.  cit. 

11.  The  following  information  is  from  a  publication  by  S.  Deter- 
ing,  and  J.  Ma lone.  An  Interindustry  Analysis  of  the  Elko 
County,  Nevada  Economy  (Agricultural  Experiment  Station,  Uni- 
versity of  Nevada,  Reno)  May,  1969. 

A  weighted  average  is  obtained  from  trade  coefficient  (page 
35,  table  3)  and  is  multiplied  by  the  direct  income  coeffic- 
ient of  households  in  the  trade  sector  to  obtain  an  expendi- 
ture to  income  multiplier  of  .265. 
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12.  Estimated  from  Unit  Resource  Analysis  Data  in  the  Ely  District 
Office. 
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III.   BUREAU   RELATIONSHIPS 

FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT 

Agencies  most  often  contacted  include  several  with  which  the  Ely 
BLM  District  has  an  interdependent  relationship.  These  include 
the  Forest  Service  districts  in  Ely,  White  Pine,  and  Elko,  as  well 
as  other  BLM  districts  in  Las  Vegas,  Elko,  and  Battle  Mountain.' 
The  General  Services  Administration  is  involved  in  building  admin- 
istration and  vehicular  use. 

Occasionally,  the  District  coordinates  activities  with  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Mines, 
Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the  Geological  Survey. 

To  a  lesser  extent  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  Research 
Service  and  the  National  Park  Service  are  consulted.  Nevada's 
senators  and  congressman  are  also  kept  informed  of  significant 
activities. 

STATE  GOVERNMENT 

A  Nevada  State  agency  which  the  Ely  District  often  contacts  for 
interdependent  operations  and  information  is  the  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  (regional  as  well  as  local  offices  in  Pioche,  Ely, 
and  wildlife  management  areas) .  The  Nevada  State  clearinghouse 
is  asked  to  review  significant  actions,  as  are  the  Highway  De- 
partment and  the  Nevada  State  Museum. 

Occasional  communications  include  the  Nevada  Division  of  Parks, 
the  Division  of  Water  Resources,  the  Nevada  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game,  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer,  and  several 
Soil  and  Water  Conservation  districts. 

Rare  contacts  are  made  with  the  Governor's  office  and  state  leg- 
islators. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 

Nye,  Lincoln,  and  White  Pine  Counties 

BLM  has  associations  with  county  planning  boards,  game  commis- 
sioners and  county  government  staffs. 
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City 

Liaison  is  maintained  with  the  Ely  Mayor  and  the  Council  of  Gov- 

ernments through  several  sources  both  within  and  outside  the 

Bureau . 

LOCAL  IN'l'EREST  GROUPS 

The  following  are  key  individuals  to  contact  about  major  issues 

or  issues  which  affect  their 

groups.  The  list  is  taken  from  the 

Ely  BLM  District  Public  Participation  Plan. 

Fred  Baker 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

Progressive  Rancher 

Kenneth  D.  Lee 

F.  Dean  Brunson 

Lincoln  County  Commissioner 

White  Pine  County 

■ 

Commissioner 
Burrell  Bybee 

Mike  Leraich 

Fish  and  Game  Commissioner 

Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Association  Member 

Mt.  Wheeler  Motorcycle  Club 

Robert  Cornell 

Nye  County  Commissioner 

Gil  Marrujo 

Bureau  Sport  Fisheries  and 

Region  III  Supervisor 

Wildlife 

State  Department  of  Fish 

and  Game 

Chairman,  B.  P.  0. 

Mayor  G.  P.  Etcheverry 

Max  McCrosky 
Geyser  Ranch 

Darwin  Bradfield 

Extension  Agent,  Lincoln 

Great  Basin  Grotto 

County 

Desert  Research  Institute 

University  of  Nevada 

Darrell  Free 

Reno,  Nevada 

Pioche  Gun  Club 

National  Mustang  Association 

B.  R.  Gipson 

Horseman 

Alacrane  Motorcycle  Club 

Chairman 

Manager 

Duckwater  Flood  Control  Board  Mt.  Wheeler  Power,  Inc. 

J.  Ross  Harrison 

Van  Peterson 

Lincoln  County  Commissioner    White  Pine  Planning  Commission 

Stuart  Havenstrite 

Mr.  Norm  Raymond 

Silver  King  Mines 

Nevada  Fish  and  Game  Biologist 

58 

Douglas  Hawkins 
White  Pine  County 
Commissioner 

Dee  Heckethorn 
Retired  Rancher 

E.  Edwin  Higbee 

Lincoln  County  Commissioner 

Region  II  Supervisor 
State  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game 

Eraerys  Jones 

Member  Lincoln  County  Game 

Board 

A.  Z.  Joy 
Extension 
White  Pine  County 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Al  Stanton 

Ely  Colony  Council 

Goshute  Indian  Reservation 

Al  Steninger 

Western  Ranch  Service 


Murray  Petersen 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 

Conservation  Service 

Reed  Robison 
Rancher 

Robert  N.  Ruud 

Nye  County  Commissioner 

White  Pine  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Al  Curtis 

White  Pine  County  Planning  Comm. 

K-Ely 

Manager 

Ely  Daily  Times 

State  Planning  Coordinator 

Director  Nevada  State  Parks 

Foresta  Institute 

General  Manager 

Kennecott  Copper  Corporation 

Harold  Wyatt 
Inter-Tribal  Council 


Nevada  Wildlife  Federation 

President 

White  Pine  Sportsmen 

George  N.  Swallow 
Land  Developer 

William  Thacker 
Inter- Tribal  Council 

President 

Bristlecone  County  Riders 

Umont  Mining  Inc. 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 


Executive  Director 
Owhyee,  Nevada 

Nevada  State  Museum 

League  of  Women  Voters 

Nevada  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game 

White  Pine  Game  Board 

Charles  S.  Watson 

Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation 

Association 

Paul  Walker,  Chairman 
Duckwater  Tribal  Council 
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Ray  Urrizaga 
White  Pine  County 
Commissioner 


U.  S.  Forest  Service 
Ely  Ranger  District 


COORDINATION  WITH  OTHER  ACTION  AGENCIES 

Impact  of  BLM  Programs  on  Other  Agencies 

U.  8.  FOREST  SERVICE 

The  district  maintains  close  working  relations  with  the  U.  S. 
Forest  Service.  BLM  advises  them  of  pending  land  classifications 
and  title  transfers  near  their  boundaries.  The  district  has  cer- 
tain minerals  and  energy  responsibilities  on  national  forest 
lands.   BLM  cooperates  with  the  Forest  Service  on  grazing  licenses 
and  allotment  management  plans.  The  Ely  District  coordinates  with 
the  Forest  Service  on  timber  products  sales  and  road  maintenance. 
Occasionally  BLM  has  a  watershed  project  that  it  undertakes 
jointly  with  the  Forest  Service.  BLM  coordinates  and  cooperates 
closely  on  all  phases  of  fire  protection.  BLM  considers  the  For- 
est Service's  planned  and  existing  recreation  facilities  when 
planning  new  facilities  on  public  lands.  BLM  wildlife  habitat 
management  plans  are  coordinated  with  Forest  Service  plans  since 
big  game  areas  overlap  both  BLM  and  forest  lands.  BLM,  also  has 
a  cadastral  survey  responsibility  on  forest  lands. 

NEVADA  DEPARTMENT  OF  FISH  AND  GAME 

The  district  advises  the  Nevada  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  of 
pending  classifications  and  title  transfers  so  that  department 
can  advise  the  BLM  of  the  effect  on  their  programs.   BLM  live- 
stock management,  forage  development,  and  watershed  programs  have 
impact  on  the  Fish  and  Game  Department's  wildlife  programs.   Bu- 
reau proposed  recreation  developments  have  an  impact  on  wildlife 
habitat  management.  All  BLM  wildlife  habitat  management  programs 
must  be  coordinated  with  Fish  and  Game  Department  wildlife  pro- 
grams.  BLM  roads  and  trails  programs  affect  Fish  and  Game  De- 
partment wildlife  programs.  The  Fish  and  Game  Department  cooper- 
ates with  BLM  fire  protection  plans  on  NRL. 

U.  S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

The  district  has  a  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  representative 
located  in  the  BLM  District  office.  The  BLM  utilizes  his  exper- 
tise on  special  wildlife  management  problems. 

U.  S.  BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS  (BIA) 

The  BLM  coordinates  livestock  management  problems  along  common 
boundaries  with  the  BIA.   The  BIA  cooperates  with  BLM  on  fire 
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protection;  the  Ely  District  has  initial  attack  responsibilities 
on  BIA  land. 

U.  S.  SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE  (SCS) 

BLM  coordinates  with  the  SCS  where  district  allotment  management 
plans  are  a  portion  of  a  ranch  unit  plan.  BLM  also  works  with 
the  SCS  on  PL  566  watershed  projects. 

NEVADA  STATE  MUSEUM 

BLM  advises  the  Nevada  State  Museum  of  pending  land  title  trans- 
fers so  that  valuable  archaeological  sites  will  be  preserved  in 
public  ownership. 

NEVADA  STATE  HIGHWAY  DEPARTMENT 

The  Bureau  advises  the  Highway  Department  of  pending  land  title 
transfers  that  may  effect  new  highway  locations.  BLM  cooperates 
with  the  Highway  Department  on  cleanup  of  undeveloped  recreation 
and  other  areas  since  highway  rights-of-way  are  often  involved. 
Occasionally  BLM  becomes  involved  with  the  Highway  Department  in 
BLM  roads  program. 

WHITE  PINE,  NYE  AND  LINCOLN  COUNTY  GOVERNMENT 

The  Ely  District  advises  these  governmental  units  of  proposed 
land  classifications  and  pending  land  title  transfers  for  the  im- 
pact on  county  services  and  programs.  BLM  and  the  counties  have 
joint  responsibilities  for  maintaining  roads  and  sometimes  per- 
form maintenance  on  an  exchange  basis.  BLM  works  cooperatively 
with  the  coimty  governments  on  litter  cleanup. 

WHITE  PINE,  NYE  AND  LINCOLN  COUNTY  PLANNING  BOARDS 

The  Ely  District  contacts  county  boards  early  in  our  land  classi- 
fication proposals  so  that  changes  in  land  status  will  not  be 
detrimental  to  county  long  range  planning  goals. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  DISTRICTS 

Many  times  projects  on  private  land  under  a  Soil  Conservation 
District  have  major  effects  on  BLM  projects.  Coordination  is 
often  necessary  for  proper  management. 

U.  S.  GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY  (USGS) 

BLM  secures  data  concerning  mineral  and  geothermal  values  from 
the  USGS  on  all  lands  proposed  for  disposal,  USGS  gives  BLM 
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technical  advice  for  determination  of  stipulations  on  mineral 
leases  and  exploratory  activities  and  performs  field  work  to 
check  for  compliance  with  lease  stipulations. 

STATE  DIVISION  OF  FORESTRY 

BLM  works  closely  with  the  Forestry  Division  in  fire  protection 
programs . 

Impact  of  Other  Agency  Programs  on  BLM 

U.  S.  FOREST  SERVICE 

Changes  in  grazing  licenses  to  graze  on  National  Forests  often 
require  subsequent  changes  in  BLM  grazing  licenses  due  to  live- 
stock operation  considerations. 

NEVADA  DEPARTMENT  OF  FISH  AND  GAME 

Game  wardens  have  authority  to  arrest  people  for  littering  all 
lands,  regardless  of  ownership.  Their  exercise  of  this  authority 
affects  BLM  cleanup  and  Johnny  Horizon  programs.  The  management 
of  wildlife  under  State  responsibility  has  an  effect  on  the  BLM 
wildlife  habitat  management  program. 

U.  S.  BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

The  construction  of  reservoirs  by  this  agency  and  their  assignment 
of  recreation  development  and  operation  responsibilities  to  the 
BLM  effects  land  management  recreation  programs. 

NEVADA  STATE  DIVISION  OF  FORESTRY 

State  regulations  such  as  tagging  of  Christmas  trees  affects  BLM 
timber  sale  procedures. 

NYE,  WHITE  PINE  AND  LINCOLN  COUNTY  GOVERNMENTS 

Zoning  and  county  master  plans  have  influence  on  BLM  land  classi- 
fication and  disposal  programs.  These  county  governments  have  an 
opportunity  to  voice  their  positions  on  all  such  proposals. 

NEVADA  STATE  HIGHWAY  DEPARTMENT 

Highway  Department  right-of-way  needs  affect  BLM' s  land  classifi- 
cation program.  The  Highway  Department's  needs  for  material  to 
build  roads  has  an  impact  on  the  Bureau  and  the  materials  program. 
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Laws  Which  Impact  National  Resource  Lands  Management 

County  Ordinance  1-10-74  -  Prohibits  night  shooting  without  land- 
owner's written  consent.  BLM  does  not  give  such  permission 
which  restricts  such  legal  shooting  to  about  4  percent  of  the 
land  base. 

Listing  of  Nevada  State  Legislation  affecting  national  resource 
lands. 


AB  466  -  Established  a  state  multiple  use  advisory  board  and 
separates  conservation  and  natural  resources. 

SCR  35  -  Established  committee  to  study  Federal  public  land  use 
in  order  to  provide  benefits  to  Nevada  citizens. 

AB  555  -  Requires  branding  and  marking  of  livestock  on  open 
range . 

SB  150  -  Designates  regional  planning  districts  in  the  State. 

Nevada  Revised  Statute,  Title  55,  Chapter  405.455  -  Establishes 
framework  for  cooperative  road  projects  with  federal  agencies. 

Nevada  Revised  Statute,  Title  55,  Chapter  527.050  -  Pertains  to 
plant  removal  on  public  lands  -  requires  permit  before  any  re- 
moval . 

Cooperative  Relations  -  Data  Source  Index 


Name 


1.  U.S.D.A.  Forest  Service 


Year 
Established 

1969 
1967 
1970 

1943 


Central  Files  - 
Ml 8  File  Drawer 
Relationship 

Right-of-ways  -  Roads 

Range  Management 

Allotment  ^^anagement 

Plans 

Fire  Protection 


2.   Soil  Conservation  Service 

5.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service    1971 

4.  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs     1971 

5.  Federal  Aviation  Admin-      1972 
istration 


Coordination 

Wildlife  Control  Plan 
Predator  Control 
Ruby  Lake 

Fire  Protection 

Lincoln  County  Vortec 
Site 
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6.  U.S.  Geological  Survey 


7.  Utah  BLM  Districts 
Richfield 

Cedar  City 

8.  Nevada  BLM  Districts 
Elko 

Battle  Mountain 
Las  Vegas 

9.  Soil  Conservation  Districts 
#703  Pahranagat  Valley 
#706  Meadow  Valley 

#708  White  Pine 
#720  Eureka 

10.  Nevada  Highway  Dept. 


1971 
1974 

1973 


11.  University  of  Nevada 

12.  State  Clearing  House 

13.  Division  of  Forestry 

14.  Nevada  Fish  and  Game 


15.   Nevada  State  Museum 


18.   University  of  Arizona 


1973 
1975 
1973 
1964 

1975 


1972 


16.  State  Engineers  Office 

17.  Colorado  State  University    1974 


1973 


Minerals  Administration 
Geothermal  Leasing 

Planning,  Fire  Control 
Range  Administration 
Roads  -  right-of-ways 

Planning,  Fire  Control, 
Administration  Wild 
Horses,  Wildlife 
Cooperation 

Cooperation  and 
information 


Material  Site  Grants 
Sign  Erection 
Success  Loop  Road  (with 
Forest  Service) 
Right-of-way 

Big  game  studies,  water 
testing 

Information  and  Publi- 
cation Review 

Fire  Control 

Wildlife  Impacts 
Water  Developments 
Range  Improvements 
Goshute  Creek 
Horse  Thief  Chaining 

Archaeological  and 
Cultural  Input  -  Re- 
view Contracts  for 
Clearance 

Water  Laws  of  Nevada 

Wild  horse  fecal  anal- 
ysis 

Tree  ring  sample  and 
study  of  bristlecone 
pines 
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19.  City  of  Ely,  White  Pine 
County, 

Kennecott  Copper  Corp . , 
Silver  King  Mines, 
and  Forest  Service 

20.  Lincoln  County  Community 

21.  White  Pine  County  Community 

22.  Nye  County  Community 

23.  White  Pine  County  Planning 
Community 

24.  Council  of  Government 

Private  Groups  or  Interest 

1.  Mount  Wheeler  Power 

2.  Nevada  Bell  Telephone 

3.  Natural  Resource  Defense 
Council 


1973     Cooperative  effort  on 
Murry  Canyon  Community 
Watershed 


Cooperation 
Cooperation 
Cooperat  ion 
Cooperation 

Information  and  Cooper- 
ation 

Relationship  or  Purpose 

Rights-of-way 

Rights-of-way 

Range  Administration 


Wild  Horse,  Recreation 
Recreation  -  ORV 
Wild  Horses 


4.  Bristlecone  Country  Riders 

5.  Alacrane  Motorcycle  Club 

6.  National  Mustang  Association 

7.  l\'hite  Pine  Chamber  of  Commerce  Business  -  Lands 

8.  Mt.  Wheeler  Motorcycle  Club  ORV  -  Recreation 

9.  Intertribal  Council  Forestry  -  Pine  nuts 

10.  White  Pine  Sportsmen  Recreation  Hunting 

11.  Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Recreation  -  Range  Management 

12.  Nevada  Cattlemen's  Association  Livestock 

Livestock 


13.  Nevada  Sheepherders  Associ- 
ation 

14.  Nevada  Wildlife  Federation 


Wildlife 
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fl',1^ 


15.  Duckwater  Flood  Control  Board   Watershed  -  Livestock  Manage- 
ment 


16.  Nevada  Mining  Association 

17,  Resoiorce  Action  Council 


Mining 

Coordination,  Land  Use  Planing 
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Name 

Region  II  Super- 
vision 


Region  III  Super- 
vision 


Dept  o£  State 
Parks 

Nevada  State 
Museum 


Dept.  Highways 

State  Clearing- 
house 

Planning  Agency 

Nevada  National 
Guard 

COUNTY 

White  Pine  County 
Commissioners 

White  Pine  Sheriff's 
Posse 

White  Pine  Sheriff 

White  Pine  Planning 
Commission 

Extension  Agents 

CITY 

Ely 


Mayor 


TABLE  20 
BUREAU  RELATIONSHIPS  DISTRICT  WIDE 
IMPACTS 

Interaction  Primary 

Resource  Activity(s)  Purpose  of  Relationship 


0  -  Often 

F  -  Frequently 

S  -  Sometimes 
R  -  Rarely 

Degree 
of  Contact 


Lands,  minerals 

Lands,  minerals 

Recreation  Lands 

All  activities 

Lands  Minerals 

All  activities 
Roads 

Lands 

All  activities 

Rescue/ORV 
Fire 

All  activities 
Range 

Watershed 

Lands,  watershed 


Coordination,  information,  review 
of  EARs.   (Environmental  Impact 
Reports) 

Coordination,  information,  review 
of  EARs.   (Environmental  Impact 
Reports) 


(6295)  Information  S 

Contracts  for  archaeological 

clearances,  review  of  EARs, 

collection  of  material  S 

Information  material  sites  F 


Review  plans  and  proposals  F 

Review,  information,  coordination  S 

Special  Land  Use  Permit  for 

maneuvers  R 


Information,  coordination,  road 
maintenance  F 

Off  road  vehicle  use,  contacted 

for  rescue  R 

Report  on  fires  R 


Coordination,  information  S 

Information  S 


Cooperative  Watershed  Management 
on  coimnunity  watershed-Murry 
Canyon  with  City-BLM-F .S. 

Information  coordination  on 
land  sales 
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Name 

Chamber  of  Conmierce  All  activities 


TABLE  20   CContO 
BUREAU  RELATIONSHIPS  DISTRICT  WIDE 
IMPACTS 

Interaction  Primary 

Resource  ActivityCs)  Purpose  of  Relationship 


0 

-  Often 

F  ■ 

-  Frequently 

S  ■ 

-  Sometimes 

R  - 

-  Rarely 

Degree 

of  Contact 

GROUPS (not  mentioned 
previously) 


IMiv.  of  Arizona 

Nevada  Bell 

Mt.  Wheeler  Power 

Nevada  Outdoor  Rec. 

Association 

N.R.D.C. 
Lincoln  §  Nye 
County  Commissioners 
Fish  S  Game  Comm. 
White  Pine,  Nye, 
Lincoln  Counties 
National  Mustang 
Association 
Nevada  Wildlife  Fed. 
Inter-Tribal  Council 
Kennecott  Copper  Co. 
Foresta  Institute 
Nevada  Cattlemen's 
Association 

Key  Individuals 

Betty  Whitehurst 
Van  Peterson 
Reed  Robison 
Al  Stone 
Howard  Winn 
John  G.  Smith 
George  Swallow 
Mayor  C.  Etcheverry 
Rich  Parker  (Editor) 
Douglas  Hawkins 
Don  West 
Shirley  Robison 


Bristlecones 

Lands 

Lands 

Grazing,  Recreation 

Grazing 

All  Activities 
Wildlife 

Land  Use 

Wild  horses 
Wildlife 
Pine  nuts 
Mineral  lands 
All  activities 


Information  coordination  assis- 
tance in  answering  public 
requests 


Studies  samples  dendrochronology 

Right-of-way 

Right-of-way  land  use  planning 

General  information  on  land 

use  plans,  recreation  coordination 

grazing  ES 

Grazing  Suit  §  ES 

Right-of-way  land  use  planning 
Land  use  plans  wildlife 

Developments  grazing 

Information  -  land  use  planning 
Information  -  land  use  planning 
Information  -  land  use  planning 
Information,  minerals  management 
Information  on  land  use  planning 


Wild  horses.  Range   Information 


Group 

Business 

Conservation 

Rancher 

Wildlife 

Mining 

County  Planning 

Land  Developer 

City  Government 

News  media 

Planning 

Business 

Trespass 


Contacted  frequently  or  often 

NA 

NA 


S 
R 

S 


s 
s 

F 

s 


s 

R 
R 
S 
R 


F 
F 
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Form  1600-7 
(Au^just  1909) 


Table   21 

UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 


LAND  USE  PLANNING  AND  ZONING  BY  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  CHECKLIST 


1.     County 


White  P1ne 


2.     City  or  Town 


To  w  n 

N/A 


3.     Classification 


Rural,  Open  Use  (except  major  townsites) 


4.     Population 


10,000 


5.     Form  of  Government 

County  Commissioners 


PLANNING  STATUS 


6.     Conimissiun/Offjcc  -  DutE  cstabli'-hcd 

Yes-  Unknown 


S.     Plun  pending 

Yes  -  Revision* 


10.     Scope  of  plan 

Entire  C o u n ty 


7.     Plan  in  effect  -  Date 

October  17,   1972 


9.    Type  of  plan 

Comprehensive  Master  Plan 


11.     Assist^incc  obtained 

Yes 


12.  pianwrittcnby      piann-jng  Research  Associate,  Salt  Lake  City.   Utah 

13.    Other  (specify)  '~~ 

*Master  Plan  being  updated  by  Sharp,  Krater  &  Associates,  Reno,  Nevada 


ZONING  STATUS 


14.    Zoning  authority 


Yes 


16.  Date  zoning  c?tohiished    Ordinance  13,  May  13, 
1959.     Ordinance  51   superseded  on  Nov.    1, 


IS.     Date  zoning  authority  established 

1941  ,  as  amended:  state  statutes 


17.     Type  of  zoning 

Rural ,  Open  Range  (except  major  towns i:';s) 


IS.     Zoning  follows  planning 


1970 
Yes   (Revised  Ordinance  51   effective  Nov .    1 ,   1970) 


19.     Other  (specify) 

For  zoning  see  White  Pine  County  Code  Title  17  -   District  Library  1600. 

OTHER    CONTROLS,  CODES,  AND  ORDINANCES 


20.     Offic;,nl  Map 


22.    Housing  Code 


Yes 


Yes 


Z--..     Si  i^n  Control 


Yes 


21.     Building  Code 


Yes 


23.     Sub>i:\'i.sion  Rer\jl;it ions 

Yes 


25.     Dumps,   junkyards 


Controlled 


Zt.     Otlier  ['Specify) 


27,     BLM  Di->;rict 


Ely 


28.     Resource  Area 

Cherry  Creek 


29.     Planning  Units 

Steptoe,  Butte,  Newark 


.iO.     VAM  Ac.eage 

2^7_,32^2_ 

3i.     ]..-i.."-a]   i.-onlriCt3  for   Plannin^^  and   Z'^ning  >tatus 

Neil  Jensen,  White  Pine  County  Clerk 


31.     BLM  Acreage  as  pcrcd'nl  -if  \o\u\  in  rciuntv 

46.6 


,13.    RcT,arks 


Al    Curtis,   Chairman,  W.P.    Regional 

Hlanmng  LO::. 


Also  County  Commissioners  and  District  Attorney  for  Item  32, 
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March  5,  1976 


IV.        DISTRICT       ORGANIZATION 

HISTORY 

The  following  table  summarizes  significant  dates  in  the  history 
of  the  Ely  District.  The  Ely  District  adopted  the  Resource  Area 
Administration  concept  on  July  1,  1966.   Initially  there  were  four 
resource  areas:  Cherry  Creek,  Currant,  ^foriah,  and  Pony  Springs. 
Each  had  an  area  manager,  but  few  personnel. 

About  November  1,  1972,  the  resource  areas  reorganized  into  three 
resource  areas;  Moriah  and  Cherry  Creek  were  combined  into  one 
area,  the  other  two  areas  remained  separate.  At  this  time  each 
area  manager  received  additional  staffing. 

Effective  October  9,  1974,  the  Ely  District  was  organized  into 
two  resource  areas.  The  Currant  and  Cherry  Creek  were  combined 
and  placed  under  Dwain  Nelson,  Moriah  was  added  to  Pony  Springs 
managed  by  Rex  Rowley.  In  1976  the  resource  areas  names  were 
changed  to  Egan  and  Schell  resource  area  and  each  area  manager 
had  three  personnel  on  the  staff. 

The  Ely  BLM  office  has,  over  the  past  several  years,  introduced 
many  new  specialists  to  develop  a  multiple-use  concept.  Recent 
specialists  include  a  wildlife  biologist,  mining  engineer,  rec- 
reation planner,  environmental  coordinator,  and  a  range  and  wild 
horse  specialist.  The  following  are  some  highlights  from  the 
history  of  the  Ely  BLM  District. 

1934     June  28  -  Taylor  Grazing  Act  enacted. 

1936     Nov.  3  -  Order  establishing  Ely  Grazing  District  N-4. 

1938  Apr.  13  -  PLO  484  -  Established  Goshute  Indian  Reserva- 
tion. 

1939  Apr.  10  -  Certain  lands  added  to  N-4. 

1940  Nov.  23  -  District  N-4  redescribed  --  More  land  area 
added . 

1940     Nov.  13  -  Duckwater  Indian  Reservation  established. 

Proclamation  of  Secretary  of  Interior  pursuant  to  Sec.  7 
of  Indian  Reservation  Act  of  6-18-34.  F.R.  Document 
40-4136  (published  11-28-40). 
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1941     Sept.  23  -  Certain  lands  transferred  from  N-4  to  N-5. 

1948     Apr.  12  -  95,740  acres  added  to  N-4. 

1955     July  23  -  Public  Law  167  -  Significant  because  of  high 
prospecting  activity  in  the  Ely  District. 

1957     Oct.  1  -  FLO  1487  -  Established  Humboldt  National  Forest 
(Name  changed  from  Nevada  National  Forest  to  Humboldt 
National  Forest) . 

1964     Sept.  19  -  The  Public  Land  Sale  Act  and  the  Classification 
and  Multiple  Use  Act  were  enacted  -  Resulted  in  much 
local  public  exposure  of  BLM  programs. 

1966    July  1  -  Ely  District  organized  into  "resource  area" 
concept  (four  resource  areas) . 

1966     Oct.  5  -  BLM  moves  to  new  office  on  Pioche  highway. 

1972     Nov.  1  -  Ely  District  organized  into  three  resource  areas. 

1974     Oct.  9  -  Ely  District  reorganized  into  two  resource  areas. 

The  Ely  District  has  a  history  of  being  a  livestock  range  district. 
Until  recently,  Range  Management  had  been  through  the  adjudication 
process  but  now  Range  Management  is  handled  administratively  by 
setting  seasons  of  use,  developing  grazing  allotments  and  other 
management  techniques.  There  is  a  reluctance  by  livestock  opera- 
tors to  follow  these  administrative  guidelines,  therefore,  con- 
tributing to  the  current  vegetative  conditions  of  the  range. 

Recently,  Non-Bureau  Energy  Initiatives  (NBEI)  actions  for  trans- 
mission lines,  etc.,  have  had  some  impact  on  district  activities. 
NBEI  actions  include  energy-related  activities,  like  rights-of- 
way. 

The  planning  work  load  which  must  be  completed  within  the  next 
few  years  has  a  large  impact  on  district  programs  because  of  time 
demands.   Legal  requirements  for  environmental  assessments  and 
cultural  clearances  must  be  accomplished  before  activity  is  imple- 
mented on  land  use  plans  (MFPs) .   This  coordination  with  State 
agencies  and  personnel  and  local  people  is  time-consuming. 
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Table  22 

PROPOSED  RESOURCE  AREA  ORGANIZATION 
ELY  DISTRICT 


(1) 

ITEM 

(2] 
CURRANT 

(3) 
CHERRY  CREEK 

,(4) 

EGAN 

(5) 

PONY  SPGS. 

(6) 

MORIAH 

(7) 

MORIAH 

Acres  (approx.) 

1,690,000 

2,040,000 

3,730,000 

2,705,000 

1,565,000 

4,270,000 

Planning  Units 

3 

3 

6 

3 

1 

4 

MFP  Areas 

2 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

Operators 
Cattle 
Sheep 

33 

32 

1 

32 

26 

6 

65 
58 

7 

45 

44 

1 

31 

24 

7 

76 

68 

8 

Allotments 
Cattle 
Sheep 

33 

29 

4 

51 
36 
15 

84 
75 
19 

31 

22 

9 

37 

31 

6 

68 

53 
15 

mP   Developed 

2 

4 

6 

1 

7 

8 

Wild  horses 

Wildlife  Habitat 
Big  jGa.me 
Small  jSame 
Water  fowl 
Fish  stream 

Habitat  Management 
Plan  (HMPO)  developeo 

600 

1,079,000 
577,000 
3,100 
9 

5 

1500 

1,176,000 
1,600,000 

30,000  • 

29 

2 

2100 

2,255,000 
2,177,000 

33,100 

38 

7 

700 

1,300,000 

230^,000 

16,000 

7 

2 

500 

1,050,000 
600,000 
55,000 
42 

3 

1200 

2,300,000 
830,000 
71,000 
49 

5 

!■ 

7: 

i 

BUREAU  RELATIONS 

APPENDIX  1 

The  following  1976  Plan  of  Work  is  a  copy  of  an  informal  inter- 
agency plan  for  cooperation  among  the  University  of  Nevada  Exten- 
sion Service,  the  U.S.  Forest  Service;  the  Soil  Conservation  Ser- 
vice; the  Ely  and  Battle  Mountain  BLM  Districts;  and  the  Eureka, 
White  Pine,  and  Lincoln  County  governments. 
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EUREKA  -  WHITE  PINE  -  LINCOLN 
RESOURCE  ACTION  COUNCIL 

1976 
PLAN  OF  WORK 

I.  GOALS : 

Following  are  the  long-term  goals  of  the  multi-county  Resource 
Area  Council  (RAC) .  The  annual  plan  of  work  will  be  directed 
toward  accomplishment  of  the  goals. 

A.  Promote  the  orderly  development,  improvement,  conservation, 
and  utilization  of  natural  and  hvunan  resources  of  the 
multi-county  area;  thereby,  increasing  income  and  expand- 
ing employment,  economic  opportunities,  and  the  health, 
education,  and  welfare  of  the  people. 

B.  Provide  local  leadership  to  fully  coordinate  and  utilize 
the  most  effective  combination  of  services,  facilities, 
and  techniques  available  for  ongoing  or  newly  installed 
programs . 

C.  Create  a  general  awareness  by  all  people  of  the  urgency 
and  need  for  orderly  development  and  conservation  of 
resources. 

D.  Assist  in  securing  the  required  technical,  financial,  ed- 
ucational, and  other  services  to  develop  and  complete 
project. 

II.  ORGANIZATION: 

Due  to  the  diverse  interests  within  the  resource  area,  the 
multi-county  committee  will  coordinate  activities  and  maintain 
liaison  with  the  Nevada  Resource  Area  Council.   Each  county 
will  be  served  by  a  committee  whose  members  are  selected  from 
the  multi-county  RAC. 

To  facilitate  planning,  the  annual  work  plan  is  divided  into 
individual  committee  objectives. 
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Table  23 

OBJECTIVES 

Calendar  Year  1976 


TARGET  : 

DATE 

OBJECTIVE            ; 

Hcw                      ; 

RESPONSIBILITY      *. 

"DATE   : 

COMPLETED 

1.   Coordinate  project  planning   ; 

Report  to  APO  on  RAC  operations  : 

A.  Z.  Joy,  Chairman    : 

and  implementation  with  Area  ; 

at  APO  scheduled  meeting.       : 

- 

Planning  Organization  (APO)  ,   ; 

' 

2.  Work  with  Nevada  Dept.  of 

Maintain  llason  between  State    : 

B.L.M.               ': 

Continuing 

Economic  Development,  City  of ; 

,  _ Forester,  land  managing  agencies,: 

F.S.                 : 

Ely,  White  Pine  County,  and 

and  private  land  owners.        : 

S.C.S.               : 

Chamber  of  Commerce  to       ! 

develop  a  diversified 

economic  base  for  the  Ely-    ; 

Ruth-McGill  area.   This      ; 

*                             ] 

includes  such  projects  as 

utilization  of  pinyon- juniper. 

3.   Continue  efforts  to  have  the 

•  Determine  status  of  project.     ; 

A.  Z.  Joy,  Chairman 

. Feb-Mar. 

feasibility  study  in  Gleason 

Creek  Dam  completed  by  the 

;  Advise  city  council  of  RAC      ; 

A.  Z.  Joj5  Chairman 

II 

Corp  of  Engineers. 

;  assistance.                   . 

4.   Investigate  possibi1;tty  of 

;  Obtain  criteria  from  Jack  Artz, 

!  B.L.M. 

iby 

establishing  a  range 

.  U.  of  Nevada,  and  have  field 

:  F.S. 

.  July  30 

demonstration  allotment 

.  examination  of  potential  areas. 

:  S.C.S. 

covering  private,  Federal, 

.  Extension  Service 

and  National  Forest  range  In 

White  Pine  County. 

'.             - 

■ 
• 

Table  23 
OBJECTIVES  (Cont.) 
C.Y.   1976 


TARGET  : 

DATE 

OBJECTIVE            ; 

HOW         ; 

RESPONSIBILITY      [ 

_'  DATE   : 

COMPLETEE 

5.  Assist  Rural  Clinics  Agency   ; 

Coordinating  cuiiuiiittee  will      ; 

Ely  Mental  Health      ; 

Feb.  29,  j 

investigate  possibility  of    ; 

investigate  funding  sources  and  < 

Center  and  White  Pine  ; 

1976    J 

establishing  a  "Half-Way"    ; 

appoint  a  Board  of  Directors.    ; 

Juvenile  Coordinating  ; 

Home- type  facility  in  Ely    < 

Conuiiittee.           ; 

for  pre-delinquent,         j 

delinquent,  and  emotionally  ; 

disturbed  adolescents.       ; 

Grant  applications  will  be  made 

Ely  Mental  Health     '. 

April  1,  ! 

to  appropriate  funding  sources.  ; 

Center  and  7th  Judicial. 

1976     [ 

.  District             '. 

Funds  will  be  received,  facility  , 

Board, of  Directors  of  ; 

Jan.  1, 

i 

rented  or  built,  furnished,  and  ._ 
employees  hired.               . 

Half -Way  House        . 

1977     ; 

6.   Investigate  potential  public  . 

■  Determine  from  the  White  Pine 

Japk  Mateson,  Vice     , 

Feb. 

works  projects  in  White  Pine  . 

Conservation  District  the 

Chairman.            ! 

1976   ., 

County  for  funding  under 

conservation  projects  that  would  . 

s.c.s.                 : 

Title  X.                    ; 

be  eligible  and  suitable  for     , 
public  works  funds  under  Title  X.' 

; 

7.  Assist  City  of  Caliente  In 

.  Contact  U.  of  Nevada,  Reno 

.  Lincoln  County 

',  March, 

upgrading  domestic  water 

!  S.c.s. 

:  1976 

supply.  Complete  feasibility 

!  .   ■    "  ' 

Extension  Service 

study  for  piping  water  from 

I 

big  springs  near  town. 

I  Meet  with  city  officials  and 

.  discuss  evaluation. 

II 

!  April, 
"  1976 

Table   2.3 
OBJECTIVES    (Cont.) 
C.Y.      1976 


OBJECTIVE 

!               HOW 

\  ■        RESPONSIBILITY 

TARGET  : 
"  DATE 

DATE 
COMPLETED 

1 

1  S. 

Investigale  possibility  of 

Contact  ARS  for  design  data  — 

:  S.C.S.  -  Lincoln  County 

:  July, 

1 

establishing  a  modular  or 

.   by  letter. 

»  . 

:  1975 

prefabricated  house 

! 

construction  company  near 

*       ■•         '   '' 

1 
1 

Caliente  to  provide  low-cost 

housing  for  entire  county. 

Investigate  possible  Farmers 

1        '      ■      '  ■       ■  ~' 

- 

Home  Administration  low-cost 

loans. 

*-A 

!     •      ' 

^■9- 

Establish,  vegetative  trial 

■f. 

Til  rough  Lincoln  County  S.C.D. 

:  B.L.M.-  (Phil  Range) 

Sept., 

--J 

plots  on  Federal  land  in 

;   Obtain  necessary  data  from  Jack 

.  and  S.C.S.  (Lincoln 

:  1976 

. 

Lincoln  County  under  permit 

Artz  -  U.  of  Nevada^   Reno,. 

County) 

from  Bureau  of  Land 

.  . 

Management. 

»            '              '  *■ 

ID. 

•Work  with  livestock  interests 

>   Initiate  first  phase  of 

;  Lincoln  County 

:  Sept.,   : 

./ 

recreationists,  sportsmen, 

developing  master  plan  with 

;  Cummittee  ■ 

:  1976 

etc,  to  obtain  balanced  use 

Lincoln  County  S.C.D, 

., 

of  southern  Nevada  public 

lands. 

la. 

Work  with  Nevada  Dept.  of 

Maintain  liason  with  Nevada 

[  S.C.S. 

:  Continuing 

Economic  Development  to 

.  Division  of  Forestry  . 

:  B.L.M. 

^ 

develop  use  and  markets  for 

:  F.S. 

pinyon-juniper  in  the  Lincoln 

County  area,               . 

• 
• 

• 
• 

. 

Table  23 

OBJECTIVES  (Cont.) 
C.Y^ 1976 


OBJECTIVE 


HOW 


RESPONSIBILITY 


TARGET 
'  DATE 


DATE 
: COMPLETED 


I3.   Investigate  possibilities  of 
obtaining  new  housing  for 
teachers,  mine  personnel,  and 
other  new  residents  in 
Eureka. 


13.      Investigate  the  feasibility 
of  using  solar  energy  for 
heating  and  power  generation 
to  alleviate  energy  shortage. 


Contact  construction  firms  for 
prices,  design.   Intermediate 
interest  in  potential  marker  for 
homes. 


Research  literature  for  what  has 
been  done  in  this  field.  ATttemptj 
to  interest  a  company  in  '' 
constructing  a  pilot  project. 


Extension  Office  with 
Farmers  Home 
Administration 


Eureka  County 
Extension  Agent 


August, 
1976 


October, 
1976 


I' 
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